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THE   HISTORICAL   BOOKS- 


THE    BOOKS    OF    KINGS. 

I.  Name. — ^The  name  of  this  work  is  obviously  taken  from 
the  contents^  which  contain  a  history  of  the  theocracy  under  the 
kings  from  Solomon  till  the  downfall  of  Judah,  when  the  people 
were  carried  away  into  captivity.  Though  now  divided  into  two 
books,  the  work  was  originally  one.  It  was  separated  in  the 
Septuagint  version,  where  it  is  numbered  as  the  third  and  fourth 
of  the  kingdoms.  From  the  Greek  translation,  the  division 
passed  into  the  Latin  version;  and  Daniel  Bomberg  first  ap- 

Elied  it  to  the  Hebrew  Bible,  so  that  ordinary  editions  of  the 
itter  exhibit  it  now.    The  proper  Hebrew  title  of  the  undivided 

work  D^D/D  TfiD  hook  of  Kings,  should  not  haye  been  touched 
or  modified.     The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  contents. 

II.  Contents. — In  the  first  chapter  we  have  an  account  of 
the  old  age  of  David,  and  of  the  measures  taken  by  Adonijah, 
his  fourth  and  eldest  surviving  son,  in  concert  with  Joab  and 
Abiathar  the  priest,  to  secure  his  succession  to  the  throne.  This 
son  made  a  sacrifice-feast  at  the  rock  of  Zoheleth,  in  the  vicinity 
of  Jerusalem,  to  which  he  invited  all  his  brethren  and  all  the 
courtiers  except  Solomon,  Nathan,  Benaiah,  and  others  attached 
to  the  young  prince  (i.  1-10).  By  the  advice  of  Nathan,  Bath- 
sheba  went  to  the  king,  and,  reminding  him  of  a  promise  he  had 
made  to  her  with  an  oath  that  Solomon  should  be  his  successor, 
informed  him  that  Adonijah  had  already  laid  claim  to  the 
throne ;  and  that  she,  with  her  son>  should  be  in  danger  as  soon 
as  the  king  died.  According  to  arrangement,  Nathan  came  in 
and  seconded  her  request,  addressing  David  as  if  he  had  authorised 
what  Adonijah  was  doing  at  the  feast,  and  gently  blaming  him 
for  not  telling  his  faithful  counsellor.  Then  JBathsheba  was 
called,  to  whom  the  monarch  renewed  his  oath,  and  gave  direc- 
tion for  the  immediate  inauguration  of  the  young  prince  at 
Gihon  (11-40).  When  Adonijah  and  his  guests  heard  of  this 
transaction,  they  were  afraid  and  dispersed.    Adonijah  himself 
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took  refuge  in  the  tabernacle ;  but  being  reassured  by  a  message 
from  Solomon,  he  presented  himself  before  the  young  king,  did 
homage  to  him,  and  was  dismissed  (41-53). 

The  second  chapter  commences  with  an  accoimt  of  David's 
last  words  to  Solomon,  and  his  death  after  a  reign  of  forty 
years.  This  dying  charge  related  to  the  young  king's  faithful 
observance  of  the  divine  laws ;  to  Joab,  whose  ^*  hoar  head  he 
was  not  to  let  go  down  to  the  grave  in  peace;"  to  the  sons  of 
Barzillai,  the  Gileadite ;  to  Shimei,  whom  he  was  to  hold  guilty 
for  his  insulting  conduct,  and  to  bring  down  his  hoary  head  to 
the  grave  with  blood  (1-11).  After  this  Adonijah  made  interest 
with  Bathsheba  to  ask  for  him,  from  her  son,  Abishag  the  maid, 
who  had  chenshed  the  old  king  in  marriage.  The  petition  was 
presented  in  due  form,  but  was  refused ;  and  being  construed 
as  an  indication  of  a  fresh  design  on  the  throne,  the  king 
ordered  him  to  be  put  to  death.  In  pursuance  of  the  same 
vindictive  measures  recommended  by  David  before  his  death, 
Abiathar  was  deprived  of  the  priesthood,  and  banished  to  An- 
athoth.  His  liie  was  spared  because  he  had  borne  the  ark 
before  David,  and  sympathised  in  David's  afflictions.  On  hear- 
ing of  this,  Joab  ti>ok  re&ige  in  the  sanctuary ;  but  that  did  not 
save  him,  for  Benaiah  was  ordered  to  go  thither  and  slay  him, 
which  he  did  accordingly.  Benaiah  was  put  in  the  post  of 
Joab ;  and  Zadok  in  that  of  Abiathar<  Shimei  was  sent  for  by 
the  king  to  Jerusalem,  ordered  to  build  an  house  there,  and 
never  to  leave  the  place  on  the  peril  of  his  life.  But  at  the  end 
of  three  years  he  went  to  Gath  in  pursuit  of  two  slaves.  When 
he  had  returned  with  them  to  Jerusalem  the  king  sent  for  him, 
reminded  him  of  what  he  had  done  to  David,  and  ordered  him 
to  be  slain  (12-46). 

The  third  chapter  describes  Solomon's  marriage  to  the  daughter 
of  the  king  of  Egypt ;  and  how  he  and  the  people  sacrificed  in 
high  places,  which  was  contrary  to  the  law.  The  chief  high 
place  was  Gibeon,  where  God  appeared  to  him  in  a  dream,  and 
promised  to  give  him  not  only  wisdom  in  answer  to  his-  petition, 
but  also  riches  and  honour.  Betuming  to  Jerusalem,  he  offered 
sacrifice  before  the  ark  of  the  covenant,  and  made  a  feast  to  all 
his  servants  (1-15).  Immediately  after,  he  gave  a  proof  of  his 
wisdom  in  determining  the  real  mother  of  a  child ;  so  that  his 
fitme  was  spread  abroad  (16-28). 

The  fourth  chapter  commences  with  a  list  of  his  principal 
officers  in  different  departments  (1-6).  This  is  followed  by 
another,  in  which  it  is  said  that  he  had  twelve  officers  over  all 
Israel  to  furnish  supplies  for  the  royal  household,  each  a  month 
in  the  year.  Their  names  and  districts  are  also  specified  (7-19). 
We  have  next  a  description  of  the  peace,  prosperity,  and  extent 
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of  his  kingdom ;  of  the  daily  provision  of  his  household,  his 
stables  and  horses  (20-28).  So  far  different  sources  were  used 
in  this  chapter ;  which  will  account  for  the  irregular  order  of  its 
contents,  as  well  as  the  differences  between  analogous  parti- 
cidars.  Solomon's  great  wisdom  and  knowledge  are  next  des- 
cribed (29-34).  After  Hiram  had  sent  to  congratulate  him,  the 
latter  made  known  his  purpose  to  build  a  temple  for  the  na- 
tional worship,  and  requested  a  supply  of  timber  from  Lebanon. 
The  application  was  mvourably  entertained.  Tyrian  workmen 
were  to  cut  down  and  convey  cedar  and  timber,  which  was  to  be 
delivered  at  some  convenient  port ;  in  return  for  which  supplies 
of  com  and  oil  were  to  be  furnished  to  Hiram  yearly  (v.  1-12). 
Solomon  himself  raised  a  levy  of  30,000  men,  whom  he  sent  to 
Lebanon ;  10,000  a  month  in  rotation.  Besides  these,  who  seem 
to  have  been  free  Israelites,  he  had  70,000  that  bare  burdens, 
and  80,000  hewers  of  stone  ;  the  whole  being  directed  by  3,300 
overseers  (13-18). 

The  sixth  chapter  commences  with  a  description  of  the  build- 
ing of  the  temple,  which  was  begun  480  years  after  the  exodus 
from  Egjrpt.  The  model  of  the  structure  was  the  tabernacle 
constructed  by  Moses.  The  extreme  length,  exclusive  of  the 
base,  which  projected  on  all  sides  7J  feet,  and  the  entrance 
steps  was  about  150  feet ;  tbe  extreme  breadth  78  feet;  and  the 
greatest  height,  including  the  breastwork,  51  feet.  As  the  pro- 
jecting base  was  9  feet  high,  the  extreme  height  was  60  feet. 
The  porch  or  hall  before  the  temple  proper  was  30  feet  in 
length  (breadth),  corresponding  to  the  breath  of  the  house,  and 
15  feet  in  breadth  (length).  ItB  height  was  the  same  as  that  of 
the  main  edifice,  viz.,  45  feet.  After  giving  these  dimexifflons 
of  the  chief  parts  of  the  building,  the  writer  states  how  light  and 
air  were  admitted  (vi.  1-4).  Against  the  outer  walls  were  three 
stories  of  chambers,  the  lowest  chamber  7^  feet  broad,  the 
second  9,  and  the  third  10^ ;  the  projections  leaving  space  for 
rests  for  the  timbers  of  the  inner  apartments.  From  the  second 
chamber  the  third  was  reached  by  winding  stairs  within.  Their 
external  height  was  27  feet,  leaving  room  above  for  the  win- 
dows. The  stones  of  the  edifice  were  prepared  before  being 
brought ;  so  that  there  was  no  sound  heard  of  hammer,  axe,  or 
tool.  The  holy  of  holies  was  a  square,  each  side  35  feet.  The 
holy  place  was  a  parallelogram,  60  feet  long  and  30  broad. 
The  floor  was  laid  with  planks  of  fir.  The  walls  were  cased 
with  cedar,  and  the  beams  were  of  the  same  wood,  all  highly 
carved  and  ornamented.  Most  of  the  walls  too,  as  well  as  the 
furniture,  were  overlaid  with  gold.  Doors  of  olive  wood  and  fir 
separated  the  holy  from  the  most  holy  place.  The  whole  was 
finished  in  the  space  of  seven  and  a  half  years  (5-38). 
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The  seventli  chapter  relates  to  the  huilding  of  Solomon's 
palace,  which  occupied  thirteen  years.  This  edifice  was,  in  one 
view  of  it,  broader  and  longer  than  the  temple ;  the  length  being 
160  feet,  the  breadth  75,  and  the  height  45.  It  consisted  of  three 
stories,  on  four  rows  of  cedar  pillars,  with  cedar  beams  on  the 
pillars.  The  foundations  and  walls  of  the  palace  were  of  hewn 
stones  of  large  size ;  and  the  whole  was  surrounded  with  a  colon- 
nade, consisting  of  three  rows  of  stone  pillars,  and  one  of  cedar 
beams  (vii.  1-12).  Hiram,  a  skilful  worker  in  brass  from  Tyre, 
came  to  superintend  additional  portions  of  the  temple  building. 
For^the  porch  of  the  temple  were  made  two  brazen  pillars,  27 
feet'high,  including  the  shafts  and  capitals  (13-22).  The  brazen 
sea  was  also  made,  i.e.,  a  large  circtdar  vessel,  7^  feet  high  with 
its  pedestal,  and  15  in  diameter.  It  stood  upon  12  sculptured 
oxen,  3  fronting  each  quarter  of  the  compass ;  and  held  2,000 
baths,  or  15,000  gallons.  In  addition  to  this  large  layer,  10 
brazen  stands  or  bases  were  made,  on  which  were  set  10  layers, 
each  holding  40  baths  or  300  gallons.  The  bases  were  adorned 
with  sculptured  lions,  oxen,  cherubim,  and  palm  trees,  and  each 
was  on  four  brazen  wheels.  These  bases  with  their  layers  stood 
fiye  in  a  row  on  the  two  sides  of  the  temple ;  while  the  brazen 
sea  was  on  the  sotlth  side  towards  the  east.  Smaller  brazen 
vessels  are  specified  as  having  been  made  by  Hiram.  This  is 
followed  by  a  recapitulation  of  all  he  had  fabricated,  and  a  con- 
cluding remark  upon  the  place  they  were  cast  in  (23-47). 
Other  articles  belonging  to  the  temple  were  made  of  gold ;  and 
it  is  stated  that  Solomon  brought  all  the  silver  and  gold  be- 
queathed by  his  father  and  not  used,  depositing  it  among  the 
treasures  of  the  sacred  house  (48-51). 

The  eighth  chapter  describes  the  dedication  of  the  temple. 
Solon^on  assembled  all  the  leading  men  of  the  tribes  at  Jeru- 
salem; in  whose  presence  the  priests  carried  the  ark  of  the 
covenant  into  the  holy  of  holies.  Nothing  was  in  it  but  the 
two  tables  of  stone  which  Moses  put  there  at  Horeb.  When 
the  priests  had  lefb  the  holy  place,  the  doud  filled  the  house,  so 
that  they  could  not  stand  to  minister  because  of  the  cloud  (viii. 
1-11).  After  Solomon  had  said  that  he  built  a  settled  habita- 
tion for  Jehovah  to  dwell  in,  in  the  thick  darkness,  he  turned 
about  to  the  congregation  and  spoke  while  they  stood,  first  con- 
gratulating the  people  on  the  completion  of  sucn  a  work  (14-21), 
then  oflfenng  up  a  dedication-prayer  (22-53),  and  lastly,  pro- 
nouncing a  closing  benediction,  wish,  and  admonition  (54-61). 
The  solemnities  were  concluded  with  a  sacrifice  of  peace-offer- 
ings, and  a  great  feast  lasting  double  ihe  usual  time  of  a 
tabernacle  feast,  viz.,  fourteen  days  (62-66). 

After  this  great  work  was  completed,  the  Lord  appeared  again 
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to  Solomon  in  a  dream,  assuring  liim  tbat  his  prayer  had  been 
accepted,  and  that  the  temple  had  been  hallowed  with  the  divine 
presence.  He  promised  to  prosper  him  and  establish  his  throne 
for  ever,  as  long  as  he  would  keep  his  statutes ;  but  if  he  or  his 
children  should  turn  aside  after  other  gods,  Israel  should  be  cut 
off  from  the  land,  and  the  house  desecrated  (ix.  1-9).  Yarious 
notices  supplementing  the  account  of  Solomon's  buildings  are 
subjoined.  In  acknowledgment  of  the  services  rendered  by 
Hiram,  Solomon  had  given  him  twenty  cities  in  Galilee,  with 
which  he  was  dissatisfied,  though  he  gave  the  king  of  Palestine, 
one  hundred  and  twenty  talents  of  gold.  When  the  latter  was 
building  both  at  Jerusalem  and  elsewhere,  the  remaining  Oa- 
naanites  were  his  bond  servants,  but  the  Israelites  were  honour- 
able servants  (10-23).  Solomon  transferred  his  Egyptian  spouse 
from  the  city  of  David  to  the  house  built  for  her.  He  made  a 
navy  of  ships  in  Ezion-gaber  at  the  head  of  the  Bed  Sea,  which, 
with  Hiram's  skilful  seamen,  sailed  to  Ophir,  and  brought  thence 
420  talents  of  gold.  It  is  said  that  he  offered  sacrifices  three 
times  a  year  in  the  temple  he  had  built,  ue.,  at  the  three  great 
festivals,  as  we  learn  from  Chronicles.  The  clause  "and  he 
burnt  incense  upon  the  altar  that  was  before  the  Lord,"  inti- 
mating that  besides  sacrificing  on  the  altar  of  burnt  offering,  he 
presented  incense  on  the  altar  of  incense,  contains  some  mistake 
(24-28). 

The  fame  of  Solomon  being  spread  abroad,  the  queen  of  Sheba 
in  Arabia-Felix  came  with  a  great  train  and  very  costly  presents 
to  Jerusalem.  Her  expectations  were  more  than  realised  by  all 
that  she  witnessed  of  the  wisdom  and  magnificence  of  the 
monarch ;  and  she  departed  blessing  the  I^ord  his  God  who  had 
established  him  on  the  throne  of  Israel.  It  is  said  that  she 
gave  him  120  talents  of  gold,  with  a  great  store  of  spices  and 
precious  stones  (x.  1-10).    The  navy  of  Hiram  not  only  brought 

S^old  from  Ophir,  but  almug  trees  and  precious  stones.  Of  the 
brmer  material  Solomon  caused  pillars  for  his  palace  and  the 
temple  to  be  made,  as  well  as  harps  and  psalteries  for  musicians. 
His  annual  receipt,  arising  from  direct  taxes  paid  by  the  Israel- 
ites, was  666  talents  of  gold — a  sum  incredibly  large  for  the 
population  of  the  country,  besides  what  he  received  from  im- 
posts on  merchandise  and  tributary  princes.  He  made  200 
targets  of  beaten  gold  of  200  shekels  each,  and  300  smaller 
shields,  each  consisting  of  three  pounds  of  the  same  metal,  for 
his  body-guard.  His  throne  was  of  ivory  overlaid  with  gold. 
The  throne  had  six  steps.  Two  sculptured  lions  stood  one  on 
each  side  of  it,  and  two  on  each  of  the  steps.  All  the  drinking 
vessels  of  his  house  were  of  pure  gold.  Once  in  three  years 
came  the  Tarshish  navy  from  Ophir  or  India,  bringing  gold  and 
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Silver,  ivory,  apes,  and  peacocks.  Every  visitor  brought  his 
present.  Horses,  chariots,  and  linen-yarn  were  brought  from 
Egypt  (11-29). 

The  eleventh  chapter  states  that  Solomon  was  captivated  by 
many  foreign  women,  so  that  he  had  700  wives,  princesses,  and 
300  concubines,  who  in  his  old  age  turned  away  his  heart  after 
other  gods,  to  whom  he  sacrificed  and  burnt  incense.  For  such 
apostasy  the  Lord  threatened  him,  saying  that  He  should  rend 
the  kingdom  from  him  and  give  it  to  another.  But  for  David's 
sake  the  punishment  was  suspended  till  the  days  of  his  son,  with 
whom  only  one  tribe  was  to  remain  (xi.  1-13).  Adversaries 
now  disturbed  him,  Hadad,  Rezon,  and  Jeroboam.  A  short 
account  of  Hadad's  history  is  given.  Rezon  was  a  Syrian  who 
became  captain  of  a  band,  and  assumed  the  sovereignty  of 
Damascus.  Jeroboam,  of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim,  had  been  ap- 
pointed over  the  Ephraimites  during  the  buildings  at  Jerusalem. 
Ahijah  the  prophet  being  clothed  with  a  new  garment  met 
Jeroboam  outside  Jerusalem,  and  tore  his  new  garment  in  twelve 

Sieces,  announcing  to  him  that  ten  tribes  should  be  given  to 
im  after  Solomon's  death,  on  accx)unt  of  the  idolatries  of  the 
king  and  people.  The  king  coming  to  the  knowledge  of  the  de- 
sign of  Jeroboam,  sought  to  kill  him  ;  but  he  fled  into  Egypt  and 
remained  there  till  Solomon's  death.  After  reigning  forty  years, 
Solomon  died,  and  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Rehoboam  (14-43). 
The  twelfth  chapter  relates  to  the  revolt  of  the  ten  tribes  from 
Rehoboam.  The  people,  or  at  least  a  number  of  them,  sent  for 
Jeroboam  from  Egypt,  and  when  he  came  to  Shechem  where 
Rehoboam  was  to  be  crowned,  he  asked  on  their  behalf  some 
relief  from  the  heavy  burden  imposed.  But  Rehoboam  followed 
the  advice  of  his  young  companions,  and  refused  to  redress  any 
of  the  public  grievances ;  in  consequence  of  which  ten  tribes 
revolted,  killed  Adoram  who  collected  the  tribute,  and  made 
Jeroboam  their  king.  Rehoboam  raised  a  large  army  for  the 
purpose  of  crushing  the  insurrection,  but  was  prevented  from 
proceeding  farther  by  Shemaiah  the  prophet  (1-24).  The  resi- 
dence of  Jeroboam  was  at  Shechem,  and  also  Penuel  which  he 
rebuilt ;  the  latter  beyond  the  Jordan  south-east  of  the  mouth 
of  the  Jabbok.  Afraid  of  the  allegiance  of  his  subjects  should 
they  go  to  sacrifice  at  Jerusalem,  he  provided  for  an  independent 
worship  by  setting  up  two  golden  calves  in  Bethel  and  Dan ;  and 
made  priests  of  the  lowest  of  the  people  who  were  not  of  the 
Levites  (25-34).  As  Jeroboam  was  ministering  at  his  altar  in 
Bethel,  a  prophet  came  out  of  Judah  and  proclaimed  that  upon 
the  altar,  Josiah,  a  descendant  of  David,  should  at  a  future  time 
ofier  its  priests  and  bum  their  bones ;  attesting  his  commission 
by  declaring  that  the  altar  should  immediately  be  broken  and 
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the  ashes  on  it  scattered.  The  uplifted  hand  of  the  angry 
king  ordering  him  to  be  seized  was  immediately  withered,  but 
restored  at  the  intercession  of  the  prophet.  The  prophet  refused 
the  kinir's  hospitality  and  present,  and  returned  by  a  different 
way  from  that  by  wiioh  he  had  come  (xiii.  1-10).    in  old  pro- 

Ehet  at  Bethel  hearing  from  his  sons  of  what  had  happened, 
astened  after  the  stranger  and  persuaded  him  to  return  with 
him  for  refreshment,  under  the  false  representation  of  receiying 
directions  from  an  angel  to  that  effect.  While  they  were  at 
table  a  diyine  message  came  to  the  host,  who  informed  the  other 
that  because  he  had  disobeyed  the  Lord's  command  he  shotdd 
not  be  buried  in  the  sepulchre  of  his  fathers.  In  accordance 
with  this  a  lion  met  him  by  the  way  and  slew  him.  The  old 
prophet  went  to  the  place  where  his  body  was  lying  in  the  way, 
with  the  ass  and  the  lion  both  standing:  by,  brought  it  back  and 
buried  it  in  his  own  sepulchre,  declaring  tJ>  cfildren  that  the 
prophecy  uttered  by  the  man  of  God  against  Jeroboam  should 
surely  come  to  pass.  But  the  king  obstinately  persisted  in  his 
idolatrous  conduct  (11-33).  When  Abijah,  Jeroboam's  son,  was 
sick,  the  king  of  Israel  sent  his  wife  (usguised  to  the  prophet 
Abijah  at  Shiloh,  with  presents.  The  latter,  forewarned  by 
God,  recognised  her,  and  sent  back  a  message  to  her  husband, 
to  the  effect  that  his  eyil  courses  should  be  signally  punished ; 
that  his  male  posterity  should  die  dishonourably,  and  the  child 
at  present  ill  should  expire  at  the  yery  moment  the  mother  re- 
turned. He  alone  of  all  Jeroboam's  seed  should  come  to  the 
graye.  All  this  happened  as  foretold.  After  a  reign  of  twenty- 
two  years  the  first  king  of  Israel  died,  and  was  succeeded  by 
his  son  Nadab  (xiy.  1-20). 

The  narratiye  now  passes  to  Behoboam,  who  according  to 
the  text  began  to  reign  when  he  was  forty-one  years  of  age, 
and  reigned  seyenteen  years.  The  people  of  his  kingdom 
during  his  administration  were  defiled  with  idolatry  and  gross 
immorality.  In  his  fifth  year,  Shishak  king  of  Egypt  came 
and  plundered  Jerusalem,  carrying  away  the  treasures  of  the 
temple  and  palace.  He  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Abijam 
(21-31),  whose  conduct  resembled  his  father's,  since  he  followed 
the  same  idolatrous  practices.  He  and  Jeroboam  were  con- 
stantly at  war  (xy.  1-8).  His  son  Asa  succeeded  him  and 
reigned  forty-one  years,  who  did  what  was  right,  remoying 
all  the  idols  and  Sodomites  out  of  the  land,  and  eyen  deposing 
from  her  rank  the  queen  mother,  because  she  had  set  up  an 
abominable  idol  in  a  grove  (9-15).  There  was  war  between  Asa 
and  Baasha  kiog  of  Israel  all  their  days.  The  latter  built  Bamah 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Jerusalem,  in  order  to  stop  the  commu- 
nication between  the  two  kingdoms.    In  opposition  to  him  Asa 
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made  an  alliance  with  Benhadad  king  of  Sjrria,  to  whom  h^ 
sent  a  message  to  Damascus  with  rich  presents  belonging  to  the 
temple  and  palace.  The  Syrian  therefore  attacked  the  northern 
parts  of  Israel,  compelling  Baasha  to  abandon  Samah.  Asa 
pulled  it  down,  and  built  of  the  materials  Geba  and  Mizpah. 
After  his  death,  Jehoshaphat  his  son  became  king  (16-24). 
The  history  now  reverts  to  the  kings  of  Israel  contemporary 
with  Asa,  speaking  first  of  Nadab  son  of  Jeroboam,  who  afber 
a  wicked  reign  of  two  years,  was  cut  off  by  Baasha,  who  reigned 
in  his  stead.  Baasha  proceeded  to  extirpate  every  branch  of  the 
royal  house,  because  of  Jeroboam's  sins,  as  the  prophet  had 
announced ;  and  walked  in  the  ways  of  his  predecessors.  Jehu 
prophesied  against  him,  announcing  that  his  posterity  should  be 
wholly  cut  off.  After  reigning  twenty-four  years  he  was  suc- 
ceeded by  his  son  Elah,  wqo  reigned  no  more  than  two  years 
because  Zimri  killed  him  at  a  banquet.  As  soon  as  the  latter 
began  to  reign,  he  slew  all  the  family  of  his  predecessor, 
according  to  the  prophecy  of  Jehu.  But  when  the  Israelite 
army  which  was  besieging  Gibbethon  heard  of  Zimri's  usur- 

Eation,  they  made  Omri  their  king,  marched  against  Tirzah, 
dd  siege  to  it,  and  took  it.  Zimri,  despairing  of  holding  out 
any  longer  in  the  citadel,  set  fire  to  the  royal  pal%ce  and 
perished  in  the  flames.  The  army  were  divided  into  two  parties, 
some  following  Tibni,  others  Omri.  The  former  being  slain, 
the  latter  continued  to  reign  ten  years.  It  was  he  that  bought 
the  hill  Samaria,  and  built  a  city  on  it,  where  he  established  the 
capital  of  the  northern  kingdom.  His  character  was  like  that 
of  his  predecessors.  He  was  succeeded  by  Ahab  his  son,  who 
did  more  evil  than  his  predecessors ;  for  he  married  Jezebel  a 
Sidonian,  worshipped  Baal,  and  built  a  temple  in  Samaria  for 
the  idol- god.  He  made  an  image  of  Astarte  also  (xv.  25~xvi.  34). 
The  seventeeth  chapter  introduces  to  the  reader  Elijah  the 
Tishbite,  of  the  inhabitants  of  Gilead,  who  must  have  been 
previously  exercising  his  prophetic  ministry.  He  said  to  Ahab 
that  there  should  neither  be  dew  nor  rain  but  as  he  himself 
should  order  it.  The  prophet  was  then  directed  to  hide  by  the 
brook  Cherith  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  where  the  ravens  were 
commanded  to  bring  him  flesh.  By  reason  of  the  long  drought 
the  brook  dried  up,  he  could  stay  there  no  longer,  and  was 
divinely  ordered  to  repair  to  Zarephath,  a  city  between  Tyre 
and  Sidon,  where  a  widow  woman  would  sustain  him.  When 
he  approached  the  city  gate  the  widow  was  gathering  sticks; 
and  he  begged  of  her  a  drink  of  water  and  a  morsel  of  bread. 
She  replied  that  she  had  no  more  than  a  handful  of  meal  and  a 
little  oil,  and  that  she  was  gathering  the  sticks  to  dress  these  for 
a  last  meal  for  herself  and  only  son,  before  they  should  die  of 
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htmger.  The  prophet  ordered  her  to  prepare  him  a  cake  first, 
and  then  to  make  more  for  herself  and  son,  assuring  her  that 
her  little  stock  should  last  as  long  as  the  drought.  All  this 
came  to  pass  (xvii.  1-16).  The  son  of  his  hostess  sickened  and 
died.  She  charged  Elijah  with  being  the  cause  of  his  death. 
But  he  restored  him  alive  to  his  mother  (17-24).  In  the  third 
year  of  the  famine,  Elijah  was  divinely  instructed  to  return  to 
Israel  and  present  himself  before  Ahab.  On  his  way  he  met 
Obadiah,  steward  of  the  royal  house,  who,  when  Jezebel  sought 
to  destroy  all  the  prophets,  took  a  hundred  and  hid  them  in  two 
caves,  where  he  fed  them  with  bread  and  water ;  and  was  now 
sent  to  look  for  water  for  the  horses  and  mules.  Elijah  bade 
him  tell  the  king  of  his  presence.  But  Obadiah  was  afraid 
that  should  he  depart  on  such  an  errand,  Elijah  would  go  away 
somewhere,  so  that  the  monarch  not  finding  him  would  slay  the 
messenger.  The  prophet  however  assured  him  of  his  intention 
to  see  the  king ;  and  when  the  two  met,  Ahab  accused  him  of 
causing  the  drought,  while  Elijah  imputed  it  to  the  sins  of  the 
monarch  in  following  Baalim,  and  challenged  the  king  to  put  to 
a  public  proof  the  rightful  sovereignty  of  Jehovah  or  Baal. 
The  prophets  of  Baal,  450  in  number,  and  the  prophets  of 
Astarte  400  in  number,  were  accordingly  gathered  together 
at  mount  Carmel.  All  the  people  were  present.  Elijah  pro- 
posed that  the  idolatrous  priests  should  give  two  bullocks, 
choosing  one  for  themselves,  cuttine^  it  in  pieces  and  laying 
it  on  wood  with  no  fire  under;  while  he  should  dress  the 
other  and  dispose  of  it  in  the  same  manner.  The  god  answering 
by  fire  should  be  recognized  as  the  national  god.  In  vain  did 
they  call  upon  their  god  from  morning  till  noon.  Elijah 
mocked  them  with  derisive  language,  and  they  became  greatly 
enraged,  cutting  themselves  with  knives  and  lancets,  as  was 
their  custom.  Till  the  time  of  evening  sacrifice  they  continued 
their  efforts  to  extort  the  required  sign.  Elijah  next  invited  all 
the  people  to  approach  that  they  might  the  better  see  and 
hear  what  was  to  take  place ;  then  he  repaired  an  altar  that  had 
been  broken  down,  with  twelve  stones  according  to  the  number 
of  the  tribes ;  made  a  trench  about  it,  adjusted  the  wood,  cut 
up  the  bidlock,  and  laid  it  on  the  wood,  poured  much  water 
upon  it  which  ran  and  filled  the  trench,  waited  for  the  hour  of 
evening  sacrifice,  and  prayed  to  God.  The  answer  was  im- 
mediately given  by  a  fire  which  consumed  all,  and  dried  up 
even  the  water.  The  people  prostrated  themselves  to  the  earth 
and  acknowledged  Jehovah  to  be  God.  Elijah  cried  out  that 
the  prophets  sbotdd  not  escape;  and  they  were  immediately 
taken  to  the  brook  Ejshon  and  slain.  Turning  to  the  king  he 
bade  him  eat  and  drink  forthwith,  because  abundance  of  rain 
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was  coming.  He  himself  went  up  to  the  top  of  Oarmel,  cast 
himself  down  upon  the  earthy  and  sent  his  servant  seven  times 
to  look  at  the  western  sky.  At  the  seventh  time  he  was  in- 
formed that  a  little  cloud  rose  up  out  of  the  sea.  Ahab  was 
therefore  urged  to  depart  lest  the  noods  should  detain  him.  But 
a  great  storm  arose  amid  which  the  king  rode  to  Jezreel ;  the 
prophet  running  before  him  all  the  way  (xviii.  1-4(5).  When 
Jezebel  heard  of  what  had  been  done  to  her  prophets,  she  sent 
a  threatening  message  to  Elijah,  which  led  him  to  flee  to  Beer- 
sheba,  where  he  left  his  servant  and  went  a  day's  journey  into 
the  wilderness  of  Paran.  Here,  seated  under  a  juniper-tree,  he 
prayed  that  he  might  die.  But  an  angel  touched  him  in  sleep, 
bidding  him  arise  and  eat.  When  he  looked  there  was  a  cake 
baken  on  the  coals,  and  a  cruse  of  water  at  his  head,  of  which 
he  partook  and  laid  him  down  again.  Aroused  a  second  time  in 
the  same  manner  and  for  the  same  purpose,  he  travelled  in  the 
strength  of  the  food  forty  days  and  forty  nights  to  Horeb,  where 
he  lodged  in  a  cave.  There  the  word  of  the  Lord  came  to  him 
and  inquired  his  business.  He  answered  that  he  was  the  only 
survivor  of  all  the  prophets,  and  that  his  life  was  sought  after 
by  the  idolaters  of  Israel.  Being  ordered  to  stand  upon  the 
mount,  he  witnessed  a  furious  storm,  an  earthquake,  and  a  fire ; 
but  Jehovah  was  not  in  them.  After  them  a  still,  small  voice 
was  heard,  before  which  he  veiled  his  face,  and  God  asked  him 
his  business  there  ;  to  which  question  he  gave  the  same  answer 
as  before.  He  was  ordered  to  go  to  the  wilderness  of  Damascus 
to  anoint  Hazael,  Jehu,  and  Elisha.  Whoever  should  escape 
the  sword  of  Hazael  was  to  fall  by  that  of  Jehu ;  and  he  that 
escaped  from  Jehu,  was  to  be  slain  by  Elisha.  Seven  thousand 
true  worshippers  were  still  left  in  the  land.  Departing  from 
Horeb,  he  met  with  Elisha  plowing.  Eleven  oxen  with  ploughs 
were  before  him,  and  his  was  the  twelfth ;  so  that  ne  was 
a  considerable  land-owner  and  could  follow  Elijah  with  di£B- 
culty.  The  latter  cast  his  prophetic  mantle  upon  him  and 
passed  by.  Elisha  asked  permission  to  bid  his  parents  farewell, 
which  was  granted ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  was  reminded  of 
the  high  significance  of  the  symbolical  transaction  which  had 
just  taken  place.  He  took  the  pair  of  oxen  he  had  been  plough- 
ing with,  offered  them  for  a  thank-oflering,  feasted  his  friends 
on  the  flesh,  and  went  with  Elijah  (xix.  1-21). 

Benhadad  not  content  with  the  promise  of  Ahab  to  give  up 
to  him  his  silver,  gold,  wives  and  children,  wished  to  search 
the  palaces  both  of  himself  and  his  officers  for  the  purpose 
of  emptying  them  of  their  valuable  contents.  Both  elders  and 
citizens  advised  Ahab  to  refuse;  and  a  prophet  assured  him 
of  victory  by  a  very  small  and  feeble  band.     Benhadad  was 
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therefore  attacked  at  noon,  tlie  Sjrrian  army  was  utterly  de- 
feated, and  the  king  himself  escaped  on  horsebeusk  (xx.  1-21). 
Ahab  was  told  that  the  king  of  Syria  would  come  against  him 
early  the  following  year.  Accordingly  the  Syrians,  with  an 
army  as  large  as  before,  commanded  by  captains  instead  of  the 
kings  who  were  subject  to  him,  went  up  to  Aphek  in  Jezreel, 
determined  to  hazard  the  fortune  of  war  in  the  plains,  not 
in  a  hilly  country  to  which  the  late  defeat  was  attributed. 
A  prophet  again  promised  Ahab  the  victory,  and  accordingly 
100,000  footmen  were  slain  by  the  Israelites.  The  rest  fled 
into  the  city,  where  a  wall  fell  and  overwhelmed  27,000. 
A  suppliant  message  was  sent  from  the  place  where  Benhadad 
was  shut  up,  requesting  that  his  life  might  be  spared.  This 
Ahab  readily  complied  with,  and  a  friendly  covenant  was  con- 
cluded between  the  monarchs  (22-34).  By  means  of  a  para- 
bolic transaction  a  prophet  causes  Ahab  to  condemn  himself 
for  sparing  Benhadad,  and  denounces  the  divine  judgment 
against  him.  He  returns  in  a  melancholy  mood  to  Samaria 
(35-43). 

The  twenty-first  chapter  records  a  gross  act  of  injustice  com- 
mitted by  Ahab  at  the  instigation  of  his  wife.  Naboth  had  a 
vineyard  close  to  the  royal  palace  at  Jezreel,  which  the  king 
wished  to  buy  for  a  garden  but  the  owner  refused  to  sell. 
Seeing  her  husband  sad,  Jezebel  on  learning  the  cause  under- 
took to  get  possession  of  the  vineyard.  She  wrote  letters  in  the 
king's  name  and  with  his  seal  to  the  chief  men  of  Naboth's  city, 
ordering  them  to  proclaim  a  fast  and  suborn  false  witnesses 
against  Naboth,  accusing  him  of  blasphemy  and  treason.  All 
this  was  done,  and  he  was  stoned  to  death.  Ahab  immediately 
took  possession  of  the  coveted  property  (1-16).  Elijah,  com- 
missioned by  God,  came  to  denounce  the  divine  judgments 
against  him  and  Jezebel.  The  wicked  king  terrified  by  such 
warnings  humbled  himself  and  put  on  the  usual  habit  of  deep 
mourning,  on  which  the  prophet  deferred  the  threatened  mis- 
fortunes till  the  time  of  his  son  (17-29).  In  the  third  year 
of  peace  between  Syria  and  Israel,  Jehoshaphat,  king  of  Judah, 
on  a  visit  to  Ahab  was  induced  by  the  latter  to  join  him  in  an 
attempt  to  recover  Bamoth-gilead  unjustly  retained  by  Ben- 
hadad. At  the  suggestion  of  Jehoshaphat,  the  king  of  Israel 
gathered  the  prophets,  400  in  number,  together,  to  ask  them 
respecting  the  propriety  of  going  up  agamst  Bamoth-gilead. 
All  promised  success.  Distrustful  because  of  their  complete 
unanimity,  Jehoshaphat  asked  if  there  was  not  another  prophet, 
and  was  informed  of  Micaiah,  son  of  Imlah,  whom  Ahab  dis- 
liked because  he  always  prophesied  evil.  Accordingly  he  was 
sent  for ;  and  in  the  meantime  Zedekiah,  one  of  the  prophets, 
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made  horns  of  iron  to  symbolise  tlie  defeat  of  the  Syrians, 
while  all  the  prophets  encouraged  Ahab  to  go  to  battle.     When 
Micaiah  was  brought  before  the  king,  he  at  first  repeated  the 
encouragement  given  by  the  other  prophets  ;   but  Ahab  per- 
ceiving that  he  was  not  in  earnest,  adjured  him  to  speak  nothing 
but  truth.     Accordingly  he  said  he  had  seen  in  a  vision  all 
Israel  scattered  over  the  hills  like  sheep  without  a  shepherd, 
and  the  Lord  said,  They  have  no  master,  let  them  return  to 
their  homes.      He  added  further,  that  he  had  seen  Jehovah 
sitting  on  His  throne,  and  all  the  host  of  heaven  standing  by 
Him ;  and  when  He  asked  who  should  persuade  Ahab  to  go  up 
and  fall  at  Ramoth-gilead,  a  spirit  came  forth  and  undertook  to 
do  it  by  becoming  a  lying  spirit  in  the  mouth  of  all  the  pro- 
phets.    Zedekiah  smote  Micaiah  on  the  cheek,  inquiring  which 
way  the  lying  spirit  had  gone  from  him  to  prompt  his  and 
his  associates'  reprover;  to  whom   Micaiah   answered  that  he 
should  know  in  the  day  of  his  hiding  for  fear  of  the  enemy. 
Ahab  ordered  the  prophet  who  had  thus  announced  evil  to  be 
put  in  close  confinement  and  fed  on  bread  and  water.     The  war 
was  commenced,  the  king  of  Israel  having  gone  in  disguise, 
while  Jehoshaphat  put  on  his  royal  robes.     The  captains  of  the 
chariots  of  the  enemy,  mistaking  the  latter  for  Ahab,  attacked 
him  ;  but  he  cried  for  help  to  his  followers  and  was  saved.     The 
king  of  Israel  having  been  mortally  wounded  by  the  chance 
shot  of  an  archer,  ordered  his  charioteer  to  drive  him  from  the 
field:  he  died  in  the  evening,    and  was  buried  at  Samaria. 
When  his  bloody  chariot  was  washed  in  the  pool  close  by 
Samaria,  the  dogs  licked  his  blood,  fulfilling  Elijah's  prophecy, 
according  to  the  writer  (xxii.  1-38).      The  thirty-ninth  and 
fortieth  verses  are  a  continuation  of  xvi.  34,  after  which  the 
history  proceeds  to  narrate  Jehoshaphat's  actions.     He  walked 
in  the  steps  of  his  father,  and  did  what  was  right  in  the  sight  of 
the  Lord  (41-45).     Verses  46-50  are  an  appendix,  in  which  it 
is  said  there  was  no  proper  king  in  Edom,  but  a  deputy  ap- 
pointed by  Jehoshaphat.     Jehoshaphat  projected  an  expedition 
of  ships  to  go  to  Ophir,  but  it  was  rendered  fruitless  by  a  storm. 
Ahaziah  proposed  a  new  expedition,  with  some  of  his  subjects  to 
accompany  it  who  were  acquainted  with  the  sea ;  but  Jehosha- 
phat declined  the  alliance.     Ahaziah  was  son  of  Ahab,  whose 
reign  lasted  but  two  years.     Like  his  parents,  he  was  addicted 
to  idolatrous  practices,  and  wrought  evil  in  the  sight  of  the 
Lord  (51-53).    At  this  place  the  first  book  terminates,  impro- 
perly separating  the  connected  section  xxii.  51-2  Kings  i.  18. 

After  the  death  of  Ahab,  the  Moabites  rebelled  against  Israel. 
Ahaziah,  having  fallen  down  through  a  window  in  his  palace, 
was  sick,  and  sent  messengers  to  consult  the  oracle  of  Baal  at 
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Ekron  whether  he  Bhould  recover.  Elijah  was  divinely  com- 
manded to  set  out  from  Oarmel  and  meet  them.  He  reproved 
them  for  not  consulting  the  God  of  Israel,  and  declared  that  the 
king  should  die.  When  the  messengers  returned  and  reported 
that  they  had  encountered  a  traveller  who  sent  them  hack  with 
the  announcement  that  the  wound  was  mortal,  he  asked  them 
respecting  his  appearance,  and  discovered  that  it  was  EHjah 
(2  JSings  i.  1-8).  The  king  despatched  a  party  of  fifty  men  to 
apprehend  him  as  he  sat  on  the  top  of  a  hill ;  but  he  commanded 
fire  from  heaven  and  destroyed  them.  A  second  party  of  fifty 
shared  the  same  fate.  The  captain  of  the  third  fifty,  fearing  the 
death  of  his  predecessors,  fell  on  his  knees  before  the  prophet 
and  begged  his  life.  By  direction  of  the  angel  of  Jehovah, 
EUjah  went  with  him  to  the  royal  presence,  and  repeated  what 
he  had  before  announced  to  the  messengers.  So  Ahaziah  died, 
and  was  succeeded  by  his  brother  Jehoram  (9-18). 

The  second  chapter  contains  the  close  of  Elijah's  earthly  life. 
Departing  from  Gilgal,  not  the  Ghilgal  lying  between  Jericho 
and  Jordan,  but  the  GKlgal  spoken  of  in  Judg.  iii.  9  (four  miles 
from  Shilo,  and  rather  more  from  Bethel,  now  Jiljiliah),  he  told 
Elisha  to  remain  behind,  for  the  Lord  had  sent  him  to  Bethel ; 
but  he  would  not  leave  his  master.  At  Bethel,  the  sons  of  the 
prophets  told  Elisha  that  God  was  about  to  take  away  Elijah,  to 
whom  he  replied  that  he  knew  it.  The  faithful  servant  refused 
again  to  leave  his  master,  and  both  went  together  to  Jericho, 
vrhere  the  sons  of  the  prophets  addressed  Elislm  as  their  brethren 
at  Bethel  had  done,  and  received  the  same  answer.  Refusing  a 
third  time  to  remain  behind,  Elisha  went  with  Elijah  to  the 
Jordan,  where  fifty  of  the  sons  of  the  prophets  went  to  see  afar 
oflf  how  the  two  would  cross  the  river.  Elijah  smote  the  waters 
with  his  mantle  and  they  separated,  allowing  himself  and 
attendant  to  go  over  on  dry  land.  Misha  being  permitted  to 
make  a  parting  request,  asked  for  a  double  portion  of  Elijah's 
spirit,  and  was  told  it  should  be  granted  provided  he  should  be 
counted  worthy  of  seeing  him  caught  away.  As  they  were 
talking,  a  chariot  of  horses  and  fire  divided  them ;  Elijah  was 
taken  up  to  heaven  in  a  whirlwind,  wlule  Elisha,  as  soon  as  he 
saw  it,  cried  out,  ''  my  father,  my  father,  the  chariot  of  Israel, 
and  the  horsemen  thereof,"  meaning  that  he  was  Elisha's 
spiritual  father  and  the  guardian  of  Israel.  In  token  of  his 
great  grief  Elisha  tore  his  garments  in  two,  took  up  Elijah's 
mantle  which  had  fallen  from  him,  and  with  it  smote  and 
parted  the  Jordan  as  before.  The  sons  of  the  prophets  met  him 
at  Jericho,  and  acknowledged  him  as  Elijah's  successor.  The 
inhabitants  of  the  city  requested  permission  to  send  out  fifty 
men  to  search  for  his  master,  but  he  refused.     In  consequence 
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however  of  their  urgency,  he  gave  way,  and  they  sought  three 
days,  but  did  not  find  him  (ii.  1-18). 

The  inhabitants  of  Jericho  represented  to  Eliaha  that  the 
water  of  the  place  was  unwholesome,  and  therefore  barrenness 
prevailed.  He  took  a  new  cruse,  put  salt  in  it,  and  poured  it 
into  the  fountain  which  supplied  the  city,  assuring  them  that 
the  water  should  be  wholesome  and  productiveness  follow.  It 
came  to  pass  as  he  said  (19-22).  As  he  went  up  along  the  street 
to  Bethel,  boys  came  out  and  mocked  him  on  account  of  his  bald 
head.  He  turned  back  and  cursed  them  in  the  name  of  the 
Lord.  Two  she  bears  came  out  of  the  wood  and  tare  forty- 
two  of  them.  Going  thence  to  mount  Carmel,  he  returned  to 
Samaria  (23-25). 

Jehoram's  reign  is  now  resumed.  Mesha  king  of  Moab 
rebelled,  and  refused  to  pay  his  yearly  tribute  of  flocks.  The 
three  kings,  Jehoram,  Jehoshaphat  of  Judah,  and  the  king  of 
£dom  marched  together  against  the  revolters,  but  suffered 
greatly  for  want  of  water  in  the  wilderness.  On  Jehoshaphat 
asking  if  there  was  not  a  prophet  through  whom  they  might 
inquire  of  the  Lord,  one  of  Jehoram's  servants  answered  that 
Elisha  was  in  the  army.  So  the  three  kings  went  down  to  him 
from  their  tents  on  a  height.  With  Jehoram  he  woidd  have  no 
intercourse,  but  referred  him  to  Baal's  prophets.  For  Jehoshaphat 
he  had  some  regard.  He  called  for  a  minstrel ;  and  when  the 
music  began,  the  spirit  of  prophecy  seized  him.  He  then 
ordered  ditches  to  be  made  in  the  valley,  and  declared  that  they 
should  be  filled  with  water  without  either  wind  or  rain.  He 
also  predicted  that  the  Moabites  should  be  entirely  defeated. 
The  next  morning  the  coimtry  was  filled  with  water ;  and  the 
Moabites  hearing  of  the  expedition  approached.  But  the  colour 
of  the  water  on  which  the  morning  sun  shone  attracted  their 
notice.  They  pronounced  it  blood,  thought  that  the  kings  had 
slain  one  another,  and  came  to  the  enemy's  camp  to  plunder  it, 
where  they  were  smitten,  and  fled.  The  allied  army  destroyed 
their  cities  as  far  as  Hareseth  their  chief  fortress.  The  king  of 
Moab  seeing  his  cause  desperate,  resolved  to  break  through  the 
besieging  army  with  700  men,  but  was  unable.  At  last,  to 
appease  the  anger  of  his  offended  god,  he  took  his  eldest  son 
and  offered  him  for  a  bumt-offering  on  the  wall.  This  horrible 
deed  excited  great  indignation  in  the  Israelite  army ;  and  the 
land  where  such  abominations  could  be  perpetrated  was  aban- 
doned (iiL  1-27). 

The  widow  of  one  of  the  sons  of  the  prophets  applied  to  Elisha 
against  a  creditor  who  had  come  to  take  her  two  sons  for  slaves. 
The  prophet  being  informed  that  she  had  nothing  in  the  house 
except  a  pot  of  oil,  told  her  to  borrow  from  her  neighbours  as 
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many  empty  yesselB  as  she  could,  and  fill  them  firom  the  cask. 
She  did  so,  shut  herself  up  with  her  sons,  and  filled  with  oil  as 
many  vessels  as  she  had.     The  man  of  God  bade  her  sell  the  oil, 

fay  her  debt,  and  support  herself  and  sons  with  the  rest  (iv.  1-7). 
t  happened  that  he  was  frequently  the  guest  of  a  woman  of  dis- 


tinction at  Shunem,  who,  with  her  husband's  consent,  had  fitted 
up  and  famished  a  small  chamber  for  his  use.  Grateful  for  such 
hospitality,  he  aaked  her  what  recompence  he  could  make  for  it ; 
whether  she  wished  him  to  speeik  on  her  behalf  to  the  king  or 
his  general.  But  she  replied  that  she  had  nothing  to  aek  of 
such  high  persons,  as  she  belonged  to  the  people.  Being  in- 
formed however  by  his  servant  Gehazi  that  she  had  no  son,  he 
called  her  and  promised  her  a  son  within  a  year,  which  hap- 
pened as  he  said.  The  child  being  grown  went  out  one  day  to 
the  reapers,  where  his  father  was  busy,  and  complained  of  sud- 
den illness  in  the  head.  Being  carried  home  to  his  mother, 
he  died.  She  laid  him  on  the  bed  where  EHsha  usually  re- 
posed, and  hasted  on  a  saddled  ass  to  seek  the  prophet  at  mount 
OarmeL  Gehazi  was  sent  to  meet  her,  as  soon  as  the  prophet 
heard  of  her  coming,  and  to  inquire  what  was  the  matter.  She 
threw  herself  at  his  feet,  and  spoke  in  a  way  to  upbraid  Elisha, 
as  if  he  had  deceived  her  in  the  promise  of  a  son.  Then  Gehazi 
was  ordered  to  take  his  master's  staff,  hasten  to  the  woman's 
house  and  lay  it  on  the  face  of  the  child.  The  experiment  did 
not  succeed,  apparently  from  want  of  faith  in  the  servant,  and 
therefore  he  went  to  meet  Elisha  who  was  coming  along  with 
the  mother^  The  prophet  shut  himself  up  in  the  apartment 
with  the  body,  stretched  himself  on  it  till  it  became  warm,  rose 
up,  returned,  and  repeated  the  same  action  till  the  child  opened 
his  eyes.  Then  he  called  the  mother  and  bade  her  take  her 
restored  son  (8-37), 

The  prophet,  coming  again  to  Gilgal,  found  that  there  was  a 
famine  in  the  district.  As  the  sons  of  the  prophets  were  sitting 
at  his  feet  in  the  attitude  of  learners,  he  bade  his  servant  pre- 
pare pottage  for  them.  One  of  the  disciples  of  the  prophets 
went  out  to  the  field  to  gather  materials  for  the  mess,  and 
among  them  collected  some  poisonous  fruits.  As  they  ate,  they 
cried  out  that  there  was  poison  in  the  pot ;  and  therefore  Elisha 
took  meal  and  put  it  in,  which  proved  an  antidote  (38-41).  A 
man  came  from  the  neighbourhood  with  a  present  of  twenty 
loaves  of  barley  meal  and  some  ears  of  ripe  corn,  which  he 
ordered  to  be  set  before  them ;  and  it  supplied  all  the  hundred, 
with  a  portion  left  (42-44). 

Naaman,  commander  of  the  Syrian  army,  was  leprous.  At 
the  instance  of  a  captive  Israelite  maid  application  was  made  to 
Elisha  for  a  cure.     The  king  of  Syria  wrote  to  the  king  of 
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Israel,  tlie  messenger  who  bore  the  letter  having  a  very  rich 
present  for  the  ktter.  The  king  of  Israel,  who  was  probably 
Jehoram,  looked  upon  the  request  in  the  letter  to  cure  Naaman 
as  the  indication  of  a  disposition  to  seek  a  quarrel.  When 
Elisha  heard  of  the  king's  distress,  he  sent  a  message  to  the 
effect  that  Naaman  should  come  to  him.  Accordingly  the  Syrian 
general  came  to  Elisha's  door,  and  received  there  a  message 
that  he  should  wash  in  Jordan  seven  times  and  be  clean.  But 
Kaaman  was  angry  at  his  reception  and  the  apparent  slight 
thrown  upon  the  rivers  of  his  own  land.  Being  persuaded, 
however,  by  his  servants  to  t^  the  simple  remedvy  he  did  so  and 
was  healed.  Returning  to  Elisha  full  of  gratitude,  he  urged 
him  to  take  a  reward,  which  was  firmly  declined.  With  two 
mules'  burden  of  earth  which  he  asked  that  he  might  sacrifice 
on  it  to  Jehovah,  he  departed,  having  prayed  that  his  fault 
might  be  forgiven  if  he  should  sometimes  have  to  go  into  the 
temple  of  Bimmon  with  his  master.  But  Gehazi  thought  that 
he  might  have  something  of  the  presents  his  master  had  refused, 
and  followed  Naaman  who  lighted  from  his  chariot  to  meet  him. 
Having  falsely  said  that  Elisha  had  been  visited  by  two  sons  of 
the  prophets,  and  had  sent  him  for  something,  such  as  a  talent 
of  silver  and  two  changes  of  raiment,  the  Syrian  gave  him  more 
than  he  asked,  and  sent  two  of  his  servants  to  carry  it.  Gehazi 
took  the  things  from  them  before  they  came  within  sight  of 
Elisha's  house,  concealed  them,  and  went  to  his  master,  who 
charged  him  with  the  fraud  and  inflicted  the  leprosy  on  him 
and  his  posterity  for  ever  (v.  1-27), 

The  sons  of  the  prophets  proposed  to  Elisha  to  remove  from 
Gilgal  near  the  Jordan  and  build  more  commodious  dwellings 
there.  He  accompanied  them  therefore  to  the  banks  of  the 
river  to  cut  the  timber.  A  borrowed  axe-head  fell  into  the 
water,  and  Elisha  threw  in  a  stick  which  drew  the  iron  to  the 
surface  (vi.  1-7).  Again  did  the  king  of  Syria  war  against 
Israel ;  but  the  king  of  Israel  was  repeatedly  saved  by  intel* 
ligence  he  got  from  Elisha  respecting  the  locality  of  the  enemy. 
Having  learned  that  the  prophet  had  revealed  his  plans  to  the 
king  of  Israel,  and  that  he  was  at  Dothan,  in  the  plain  of 
Jezreel,  he  sent  a  great  army  by  night  to  take  him.  The  pro- 
phet's servant  beheld  the  host  in  the  morning,  and  told  his 
master  in  great  fear.  But  Elisha  prayed  that  the  veil  might  be 
taken  from  the  servant's  eyes  ;  and  accordingly  he  saw  that  the 
mountain  on  which  the  city  was  built  was  full  of  fiery  horses 
and  chariots  round  about  Elisha.  The  prophet  prayed  again, 
and  the  Syrians  were  smitten  with  blindness.  He  then  told 
them  they  had  lost  their  way,  and  proposed  to  conduct  them  to 
the  person  they  sought.     He  led  them  to  Samaria,  where,  in 
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answer  to  tlie  prayer  of  the  prophet,  their  eyes  were  opened  and 
they  saw  where  they  were.  The  king  of  Israel  was  forbidden  to 
smitie  them ;  for  the  prophet  ordered  that  they  should  be  feasted, 
and  sent  back  (yi.  1-23).  After  this  Benhadad  laid  siege  to 
Samaria^  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  were  sorely  pressed  by 
famine.  A  woman  applied  to  the  king  for  redress,  telling  him 
that  she  had  agreed  with  another  to  Mil  each  her  son  on  two 
successive  days,  and  feed  on  the  flesh ;  but  that  after  she  had 
fulfilled  her  part  of  the  agreement  the  other  had  hid  her  son. 
Horrified  at  this  recital,  the  king  rent  his  clothes  and  put  on 
sackcloth.  He  threatened  to  kill  Elisha  because  of  the  advice 
given.  The  prophet  was  sitting  in  his  house  surrounded  by 
elders,  whom  he  told  of  the  king's  messenger  and  his  errand 
and  ordered  to  shut  fast  the  door  against  him.  The  king,  who 
had  followed  his  messenger,  is  represented  as  saying,  "  Behold, 
this  evil  is  of  the  Lord :  what  should  I  wait  for  the  Lord  any 
longer  ?"  (24-33.)  In  the  king's  presence  the  prophet  declared 
that  provisions  should  be  very  cheap  in  Samaria  on  the  morrow. 
A  nobleman  beside  the  king  ventured  to  express  his  doubt  of 
such  a  thing,  even  if  the  Lord  would  make  windows  in  heaven. 
Elisha  told  him  that  he  should  see,  but  not  eat  of  the  plenty. 
Four  lepers  at  the  gate  resolved  to  go  to  the  Syrians  and  sur- 
render themselves,  which  they  did  at  the  twilight,  but  found  no 
person  there;  for  the  Lord  had  made  the  Syrian  host  hear  a 
noise  of  chariots  and  of  horses,  and,  thinking  that  the  king  of 
the  Hittites  as  well  as  of  the  Egyptians  had  been  hired  against 
them,  had  fled,  leaving  their  tents  with  all  their  horses  and 
asses.  The  lepers,  after  providing  bountifully  for  themselves, 
went  back  with  the  tidings  to  the  city ;  but  the  king  thought  it 
a  stratagem  of  the  enemy.  He  was  advised  to  send  horsemen 
to  sec,  who,  following  the  Syrians  as  far  as  Jordan,  found  the 
way  covered  with  garments  and  vessels  cast  away  in  haste.  As 
thes^  horsemen  returned  to  tell  the  king,  the  people  went  out 
and  spoiled  the  Syrian  tents  ;  so  that  the  abundance  veri'Bed  the 
prophet's  words.  The  courtier  who  thought  the  prediction  of 
the  prophet  incredible,  having  been  appointed  to  the  oversight 
of  the  gate,  was  trodden  to  death  bv  the  throng ;  and  thus  the 
prophetic  word  respecting  him  was  also  fulfilled  (vii.  1-20). 

The  woman  of  Shunem,  whose  son  Elisha  restored  to  life, 
having  been  advised  to  remove  on  account  of  an  approaching 
famine  of  seven  years'  duration,  sojourned  in  the  land  of  the 
Philistines  during  the  period  foretold ;  after  which  she  returned 
and  begged  of  the  king  to  be  reinstated  in  her  property.  Gehazi 
was  just  telling  the  king  of  the  prophet's  miracles,  and  of  the 
very  miracle  of  raising  her  son  to  life,  "when  the  woman  herself 
appeared  to  present  her  suit,  and  was  pointed  out  as  the  person. 
VOL.  n.  2 
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The  king  restored  her  land  and  the  revenue  of  it  for  the  past 
seven  years  (viii.  1-6).  The  prophet  came  to  Damascus  when 
Benhadad  was  sick,  who,  hearing  of  his  arrival,  sent  Hazael 
with  a  rich  present,  to  ask  about  his  recovery.  Elisha  told  him 
to  go  and  say  to  his  master  that  he  would  certainly  recover^ 
though  the  Lord  had  revealed  to  his  mind  that  he  should  surely 
die.  Moved  to  tears  as  the  man  of  God  was,  he  was  asked  the 
cause  of  such  emotion  by  Hazael ;  to  whom  he  answered  that  ho 
could  not  but  think  mournfully  of  the  cruelties  which  Hazael  as 
king  of  Israel  was  about  to  perpetrate.  The  messenger  pro- 
fessed great  astonishment  at  the  idea  of  purposing  to  be  king, 
returned  to  his  mEuster,  and  repeated  the  prophet's  words.  The 
next  day  he  dipped  a  thick  cloth  in  water  and  spread  it  out  on 
the  sick  man's  face,  causing  his  death  by  suffocation  (7-15). 

Jehoram  king  of  Judah,  having  married  the  daughter  of 
Ahab,  did  evil  in  the  sight  of  Jehovah  and  walked  in  the  ways 
of  the  kings  of  Israel.  In  his  reign  Edom  revolted  from  Judan. 
He  made  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  reduce  it.  After  reign- 
ing eight  years  he  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Ahaziah  who 
reigned  but  one  year  and  followed  the  steps  of  his  father. 
He  went  to  fight  against  Hazael,  king  of  Syria,  in  Ramoth- 
gilead  along  with  Joram,  Ahab's  son,  and  visited  the  latter  in 
Jezreel,  after  he  had  been  wounded  by  the  Syrians  (16-29). 

Elisha  sent  a  yoimg  prophet  with  a  box  of  ointment  to  Ba- 
moth  in  GKlead,  ordering  him  to  seek  out  Jehu,  and  when  he 
had  found  him  to  take  him  to  an  inner  chamber  and  there  anoint 
him  king  over  Israel ;  after  which  he  was  to  hasten  back  with 
all  speed.  The  young  man  found  him  sitting  with  the  captains 
of  the  host,  did  as  he  was  told,  and  said  that  Jehu  was  ap- 
pointed to  smite  the  race  of  Ahab  in  revenge  for  the  blood  of 
the  prophets  shed  by  Jezebel.  Having  come  to  an  understand- 
ing with  his  companions,  they  proclaimed  him  king  by  the  sound 
of  trumpet.  The  first  care  of  the  new  king  was  to  kill  Joram 
who  lay  ill  in  Jezreel.  A  watchman  on  the  tower  there  saw  the 
party  of  Jehu  approaching.  A  horseman  being  sent  to  meet 
them  and  ask  their  purpose  was  ordered  behind.  A  second  met 
with  the  same  reception.  As  soon  as  the  king  understood  it  was 
Jehu,  he  and  Ahaziah,  king  of  Judah,  took  their  chariots  and 
met  him.  But  Joram  soon  perceived  the  hostile  intent  of  Jehu 
and  fied,  saying  to  Ahaziah  that  there  was  treachery.  An  ar- 
row from  Jehu's  bow  pierced  his  heart  and  he  sank  down.  His 
body  was  thrown  into  the  portion  of  the  field  of  Naboth.  Aha- 
ziah fled  also  and  was  pursued  by  Jehu,  who  woimded  him  in 
his  chariot,  but  he  escaped  to  Megiddo  and  died  there.  His 
servant  conveyed  his  body  to  Jerusalem  for  burial.  Jezebel, 
hearing  that  Jehu  had  come  to  Jezreel,  adorned  herself,  looked 
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out  a  window  of  the  palace,  and  as  Jehu  entered  the  gate 
asked  of  him  in  defiant  tone,  "  Is  there  to  be  peace,  thou  Zimri, 
murderer  of  his  master  P  "  He  bade  two  or  three  eunuchs  throw 
her  down  ;  she  was  killed  with  the  fall,  and  her  blood  sprinkled 
the  wall  and  the  horses.  After  feasting,  he  commanded  that 
her  body  should  be  taken  and  buried.  But  the  messengers 
found  0^7  a  few  parts  of  the  mangled  corpse ;  which  when 
Jehu  heard,  he  remarked  that  it  was  the  fulfilment  of  the  divine 
word  spoken  by  Elijah  the  prophet  (ix.  1-37). 

Jehu  next  wrote  a  letter  from  Jezreel  to  the  elders  of  Samaria 
and  such  as  had  brought  up  Ahab's  children,  to  the  effect  that 
as  they  were  strong  they  should  choose  the  fittest  of  their  wards, 
put  him  on  the  throne,  and  fight  for  the  family.  But  they  pro- 
fessed allegiance  to  himself,  for  they  were  afraid.  #  A  second  time 
he  wrote,  bidding  them  behead  Ahab's  sons  and  come  the  next 
day  to  Jezreel.  This  was  done,  and  their  heads  were  sent  to 
him  in  baskets.  Jehu  then  addressed  the  people,  avowing  his 
conspiracy  against  his  master,  but  denying  the  murder  of  the 
children,  and  excusing  his  proceedings  by  the  prophecy  of 
Elijah.  He  then  slew  all  that  remained  of  Ahab's  family,  to- 
gether with  his  principal  men  and  servants.  As  he  went  to 
Samaria  he  met  the  brethren  of  Ahaziah,  who  said  that  they 
were  on  their  way  to  salute  the  sons  of  Joram.  But  he  ordered 
them  all  to  be  slain  to  the  number  of  forty-two  (x.  1-14).  Pro- 
ceeding on  his  journey  he  met  Jehonadab,  whom  he  took  up  in 
his  chariot,  inviting  him  to  see  his  zeal  for  the  Lord ;  and  at 
Samaria  all  were  slain  that  remained  to  Ahab  (15-17).  Profes- 
sing his  great  attachment  to  Baal,  he  summoned  all  his  prophets 
and  sonants  that  he  might  offer  a  great  sacrifice  to  the  god. 
Accordingly  the  devotees  assembled  to  a  man  in  his  temple,  and 
receiTed  appropriate  vestments.  After  care  had  been  taken  that 
non^  of  the  worshippers  of  Jehovah  was  with  them,  Jehu  posted 
eighty  men  outside,  ordering  them  to  slay  every  one.  This 
command  was  strictly  fulfilled.  The  destroying  party  burned 
all  the  images  of  Baal,  brake  down  the  temple,  and  turned  it 
into  an  offensive  use.  Notwithstanding  all  this  zeal  in  the  ex- 
termination of  idolatry,  it  is  said  that  Jehu  did  not  depart  from 
the  sins  of  Jeroboam.  Yet  because  he  had  destroyed  the  house 
of  Ahab,  the  Lord  promised  that  his  children  to  the  fourth 
generation  should  sit  on  the  throne.  In  his  reign  Hazael  smote 
Israel,  and  took  possession  of  the  territory  of  Gad,  Reuben,  and 
Manasseh,  east  of  the  Jordan.  After  reigning  twenty-eight 
years  Jehu  died,  and  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Jehoahaz  (18-36). 

The  eleventh  chapter  relates  how  Athaliah,  Ahaziah's  mother, 
destroyed  all  the  seed  royal  and  usurped  the  throne.  Joash,  how- 
ever, was  hid  in  the  precincts  of  the  temple  for  six  years.    In  the 
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seyenth  year  Jehoiada  took  measures  in  concert  with  the  cap- 
tains of  the  army  to  place  the  yonng  king  on  the  throne.  He 
was  therefore  brought  forth  and  anointed,  amid  the  applause  of 
the  people.  When  Athaliah  became  aware  of  what  had  been 
done  she  cried,  "  Treason !  treason !"  but  was  put  to  death. 
The  narrative  then  records  how  Jehoiada  repaired  the  evils  that 
had  been  done  during  Athaliah's  usurpation,  and  restored  the 
worship  of  God,  after  breaking  the  temple,  altars,  and  images  of 
Baal  (xi.  1-21). 

The  new  king  Jehogsh,  who  was  seven  years  old  when  he 
began  to  reign,  acted  virtuously,  because  he  followed  the  coxm- 
sels  of  Jehoiada.  For  the  repair  of  the  temple  he  agreed  with 
the  priests  that  all  the  assessed  and  spontaneous  offerings  of  the 
people  should  be  applied  to  that  purpose.  But  in  the  twenty- 
third  year  of  his  reign,  the  priests  had  not  repaired  the  breaches 
of  the  temple  according  to  contract,  and  therefore  the  king 
ordered  that  a  chest  should  be  made  and  set  beside  the  altar  for 
the  oblations  to  be  dropped  into.  When  it  was  full,  the  king's 
scribe  and  the  high  priest  had  it  counted  and  given  to  the 
persons  who  were  repairing  the  house.  The  priests  themselves 
received  the  trespass  and  sin-money  (xii.  1-16).  Then  Hazael, 
having  taken  Gath,  marched  towards  Jerusalem.  But  Jehoash 
bought  him  off  with  a  rich  present  of  consecrated  things  and 
treasures  belonging  to  the  temple  and  palace.  He  was  slain  by 
two  of  his  servants  conspiring  against  him,  and  was  succeeded 
by  his  son  Amaziah  (17-21). 

The  reign  of  Jehoahaz  king  of  Israel  was  a  wicked  one,  be- 
cause he  followed  the  course  of  Jeroboam.  In  consequence  of  the 
sins  of  the  king  and  people  God  delivered  them  into  the  hands 
of  tbe  Syrians,  who  left  to  Jehoahaz  but  fifty  horsemen,  ten 
chariots,  and  10,000  footmen;  so  terribly  had  his  forces  been 
reduced.  In  the  midst  of  this  oppression  the  king  betook  him- 
self to  prayer,  which  was  not  in  vain;  for  a  deliverer  was  sent 
in  Jeroboam,  Jehoahaz's  second  successor.  After  reigning 
seventeen  years  he  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Jehoash,  who 
reigned  sixteen  years,  and  acted  wickedly  like  his  father. 
His  war  with  Amaziah  of  Judah,  his  death  and  burial  are 
noticed  (xiii.  1-13).  This  is  succeeded  by  an  account  of  an 
interview  which  Jehoash  had  with  Elisha  the  prophet  during 
the  last  illness  of  the  latter.  As  the  king  bent  over  the 
sick  man  and  lamented  the  fallen  forces  of  Israel,  he  was 
ordered  by  the  prophet  to  shoot  an  arrow  out  of  the  window 
eastward;  and  after  he  did  so,  was  told  that  it  foreshadowed 
the  total  defeat  of  the  Syrians  in  Aphek.  Again,  Elisha  bade 
him  strike  with  a  bundle  of  arrows  towards  the  ground,  on 
which  he  smote  thrice,  at  which  Elisha  was  angry ;  for  had  he 
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smitten  five  or  six  times  Syria  would  have  been  consumed, 
whereas  only  three  battles  should  be  gained.  After  the  pro- 
phet's death  bands  of  Moabites  invaded  the  land ;  and  as  they 
were  burying  a  man  they  spied  a  band,  and  therefore  hastily 
oast  the  body  into  the  sepidchre  of  Elisha,  where  it  became 
reanimated  as  soon  as  it  touched  the  bones  (14-21). 

The  preceding  section  or  extract  from  Elisha's  history  sl^ould 
have  been  inserted  before  Jehoash's  death.  After  the  death  of 
Hazael,  who  had  oppressed  Israel  all  the  days  of  Jehoahaz,  Ben- 
hadad  his  son  reigned  over  Syria.  Jehoash  was  successful  in 
three  encounters  with  him,  recovering  the  cities  taken  from  his 
father  (22-25).  In  the  tenth  verse  the  thirty-seventh  year  of 
Joash  should  be  the  thirty-ninth  or  fortieth,  as  is  obvious  from  a 
comparison  with  the  first  verse. 

Amaziah  son  of  Joash  king  of  Judah  came  to  the  throne  when 
he  was  twenty-five  years  of  age,  and  reigned  twenty-nine  years. 
He  acted  like  his  father,  rightly  on  the  whole,  yet  tolerating 
practices  that  were  illegal.  He  slew  those  that  had  murdered 
his  father,  but  not  their  children.  In  the  valley  of  Salt  south 
of  the  Dead  Sea  he  slew  10,000  Edomites;  took  Petra.  their 
capital,  and  gave  it  another  name.  Flushed  with  his  successes 
he  sent  a  defiance  to  Jehoash  king  of  Israel,  who  returned  an 
appropriate  reply.  Both  kings  at  the  head  of  their  armies  met 
at  Bethshemesh,  where  Judah  was  defeated,  Amaziah  himself 
taken  prisoner,  and  a  great  breach  made  in  the  walls  of  Jerusa- 
lem, through  which  the  victor  and  his  host  entered  in  triumph. 
Having  plundered  the  temple  and  palace  of  their  treasures,  and 
taken  hostages,  Jehoash  returned  to  Samaria,  where  he  died  and 
was  succeeded  by  his  son  Jeroboam  (xiv.  1-16).  Amaziah  sur- 
vived him  fifteen  years.  A  conspiracy  having  been  formed 
against  him  in  Jerusalem  he  fled  to  Lachish ;  but  was  pursued 
and  slain.  His  son  Azariah  was  made  king  at  sixteen  years  of 
age.  He  built  Elath  and  restored  it  to  Judah.  Jeroboam  the 
second  king  of  Israel  walked  in  the  ways  of  Jeroboam  son  of 
Nebat.  He  restored  the  borders  of  Israel  from  Epiphania  on 
the  Orontes  to  the  Dead  Sea,  according  to  the  prophetic  word  of 
Jonah,  and  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Zachariah  (17-29).  The 
twenty-third  verse  states  thiat  he  reigned  forty-one  years ;  it 
*Jiould  be  fifty-one. 

Azariah  kmg  of  Judah  followed  the  example  of  his  father 
Amaziah  in  domg  what  was  right  before  the  Lord.  He  began 
to  reign  in  the  fifteenth  year  of  Jeroboam  (not  the  twenty- 
seventh).  God  smote  him  with  leprosy,  so  that  he  dwelt  apart 
outside  Jerusalem,  while  his  son  Jotham  managed  the  affairs  of 
the  kingdom  and  succeeded  him  (xv.  1-7).  Zachariah  the  son 
of  Jeroboam  had  ascended  the  throne  of  Israel,  who  did  evil  in 
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the  sight  of  the  Lord.  He  reigned  only  six  months,  having  been 
openly  slain  by  ShaUum,  who  conspired  against  him  and  reigned 
in  his  stead.  The  latter  reigned  a  month,  and  was  slain  in 
Samaria  by  Menahem,  general  of  Zachariah's  army  at  Tirzah. 
This  Menanem  committed  great  cruelties  against  the  inhabitants 
of  Tiphsah  because  they  resisted  his  usurpation.  In  his  reign  of 
ten  years  he  followed  the  ways  of  Jeroboam.  Under  him  Pul  king 
of  J&syria  overran  the  land,  but  was  induced  to  withdraw  for 
the  bribe  of  1000  talents  of  silver  exacted  firom  the  wealthy  men 
— at  the  rate  of  50  silver  shekels  each.  Pekahiah  Menahem's  son 
reigned  two  years,  following  in  the  evil  steps  of  his  father.  He 
was  murdered  by  Pekah,  who  reimed  twenty  years,  and  acted 
like  Jeroboam.  In  his  days  Tiglatn-pileser  came  and  took  many 
places,  carrying  away  numbers  into  captivitv.  Hoshea  con- 
spired against  him,  slew  him,  and  reigned  in  his  stead.  Jotham 
king  of  Judah  reigned  sixteen  years  in  Jerusalem,  doing  what 
was  right  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord.  In  his  latter  days  the 
Syrians  and  Israelites  invaded  the  kingdom  (xv.  8-38). 

Ahaz  the  son  of  Jotham  was  twenty  years  old  when  he  began 
to  reign  in  Judah,  and  reigned  sixteen  years.  According  to 
this  ^atement  Ahaz  begat  Hezekiah  when  he  was  ten  years 
of  age.  which  i8  exceedingly  improbable.  If  he  was  twenty- 
five  when  he  began  to  reign,  he  begat  Hezekiah  in  his  six- 
teenth year.  The  latter  is  perhaps  the  right  reading.  This 
king  walked  in  the  worst  ways  of  his  predecessors,  offering  up 
in  the  fire  even  his  son  as  a  sacrifice  to  Moloch,  cmd  burning 
incense  to  idols.  At  that  time  Rezin  of  Syria  and  Pekah  of 
Israel  came  up  together  to  besiege  Jerusalem,  but  were  unsuc- 
cessful in  the  attempt.  Hezin  however  took  Elath  on  the  Hed 
Sea,  which  he  restored  to  the  Edomites,  who  retained  possession 
of  it.  In  his  extremity  Ahaz  called  in  the  aid  of  Tiglath- 
pileser,  hiring  him  with  the  gold  and  silver  treasures  of  the 
temple  and  palace.  Accordingly  the  Assyrian  king  attacked 
Damascus  and  took  it,  carried  away  many  of  its  inhabitants,  and 
slew  Rezin.  Ahaz  visited  him  at  Damascus,  and  seeing  an  altar 
there  sent  a  pattern  of  it  to  Urijah  the  priest,  who  had  one  made 
like  it  and  put  in  place  of  the  brazen  altar,  which  he  removed 
for  the  purpose.  On  his  return  the  king  sacrificed  on  it,  and 
commanded  that  it  should  be  used  henceforward  for  the  daily 
sacrifices ;  while  the  brazen  altar  he  himself  should  employ  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  the  will  of  God.  He  also  broke  off 
some  of  the  costly  materials  of  the  temple,  and  gave  theni  to  the 
long  of  Assyria.     His  son  Hezekiah  succeeded  him. 

In  the  twelfth  year  of  Ahaz  (it  should  rather  be  the  four- 
teenth) Hoshea  began  to  reign  over  Israel ;  who,  though  he  did 
what  was  evil  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord,  was  not  so  wicked  as 
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the  kings  of  Israel  before  him.  Being  subdued  by  Shalmaneser 
he  became  tributary  to  that  monarch.  But  when  he  conspired 
against  the  king  of  Assyria,  entered  into  correspondence  with 
So  of  Egypt,  and  ceased  to  pay  his  annual  tribute,  he  was  taken 
and  imprisoned  by  Shalmaneser.  The  Assyrians  then  spread 
themselyes  over  the  whole  land,  went  up  to  Samaria,  and  be- 
sieged it  three  years.  Having  conquered  the  whole  kingdom  in 
the  ninth  year  of  Hoshea,  Shalmaneser  carried  the  inhabitants 
away  as  captives  into  Assyria,  and  located  them  in  different 
parts  (xvii.  1-6).  The  compiler  now  gives  his  own  reflections 
on  the  causes  of  the  catastrophe,  which  he  finds  in  apostasy 
from  the  worship  of  Jehovah,  notwithstanding  the  warnings 
given  by  the  prophets  (7-23).  Such  was  the  termination  of 
the  kingdom  of  Israel  after  it  had  existed  about  241  years. 

Shalmaneser  peopled  the  coimtry  which  he  had  divested  of  its 
inhabitants  with  new  settlers  from  the  province  of  Babylon,  and 
from  Mesopotamia  who  did  not  fear  ^e  Lord ;  and  therefore 
it  was  supposed  that  He  sent  lions  among  them.  When  the 
king  of  Assyria  was  informed  of  the  circumstance,  he  ordered  a 
Jewish  priest  to  instruct  them  in  the  nature  of  the  local  faith. 
The  priest  came,  dwelt  in  Bethel,  and  taught  them.  It  appears, 
however,  that  the  various  tribes  and  inhabitants  of  cities  made 
gods  of  their  own  ;  the  lowest  of  the  people  became  priests  of  the 
high  places ;  and  idolatry  was  commonly  practised,  though  they 
worshipped  the  true  God  also  (24-33).  The  compiler  proceeds 
to  describe  the  religious  condition  of  the  mixed  race,  i.e.  the 
Samaritans,  whose  origin  he  had  just  given.  Thev  had  not 
reformed  their  mongrel  worship,  but  acted  as  their  rathers  had 
done,  fearing  Jehovah  and  serving  graven  images  (34-41). 
Hezekiah,  son  of  Ahaz,  began  to  reign  over  Judah  in  the  third 
of  Hoshea,  when  he  was  twenty-five  years  old.  He  was  a 
religious  king,  who  removed  idolatrous  altars,  and  destroyed  the 
brazen  serpent  long  ago  erected  by  Moses.  The  Lord  was 
therefore  with  him,  and  prospered  him  in  his  undertakings.  He 
rebelled  against  the  king  of  Assyria,  and  smote  the  Philistines. 
After  repeating  what  had  been  already  narrated  respecting  the 
catastrophe  of  the  northern  kingdom,  the  writer  relates  that 
Sennacherib  invaded  and  took  all  the  fenced  cities  of  Judah 
in  the  fourteenth  year  of  Hezekiah.  The  king  of  Judah 
purchased  peace  witn  a  large  sum,  some  of  it  taken  from  the 
temple  which  he  stripped  of  its  gold,  and  some  from  the 
palace.  The  Assyrian  monarch  did  not  return  to  his  own 
country,  but  sent  a  great  host  against  Jerusalem  under  the 
leadership  of  persons  named.  Before  the  walls  the  chief  men  of 
the  Assyrians  were  met  by  the  supreme  officers  of  Hezekiah. 
Here  Babshakeh  used  insulting  and  opprobrious  language,  and 
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beinff  requested  to  speak  in  the  Aramaean  tongue,  turned  to  the 
people  within  hearing  on  the  wall,  and  addressed  them  in  their 
own  Hebrew  language,  recommending  them  to  make  peace  with 
the  king  of  Assyria  till  he  should  come  and  transport  them  to  a 
fertile  country ;  and  bidding  them  not  to  trust  in  Hezekiah  nor 
in  their  God,  who  could  not  deliver  them  from  the  hand  of  their 
masters  any  more  than  the  gods  of  Hamath,  Arpad,^  Sepharvaim, 
Hena,  and  Ivah  had  delivered  Samaria.  The  messengers,  ac- 
cording to  Hezekiah's  injimction,  made  no  answer  to  Rabshakeh, 
but  returned  with  great  grief  and  told  him  the  defiant  words 
(xviii.  1^7). 

In  his  distress  Hezekiah  repaired  to  the  temple,  and  sent 
for  Isaiah  the  prophet  to  pray  for  the  inhabitants  of  the  city 
still  left.  The  prophet  sent  back  an  encouraging  message  to 
the  effect  that  the  king  should  dismiss  his  fears ;  for  that  the 
Lord  would  send  such  a  spirit  into  Sennacherib  as  would  take 
him  back  to  his  own  land,  where  he  should  be  slain.  Rabshakeh 
retumiQg  to  his  master  found  him  besieging  Libna.  When 
Sennacherib  heard  of  Tirhakah  king  of  Ethiopia  coming  acainrt 
him,  he  sent  a  blasphemous  letter  to  Hezekiah,  which  the  latter 
took  to  the  temple  and  spread  before  the  liord,  prying  for 
deliverance  from  the  enemy.  Then  Isaiah  sent  to  Hezekiah 
assuring  him  that  his  prayer  had  been  heard,  and  that  Jehovah 
would  protect  his  people,  causing  their  proud  invader  to  return 
by  the  way  he  came.  On  that  night  the  angel  of  the  Lord  went 
forth  and  smote  185,000  Assyrians,  so  that  in  the  morning  the 
survivors  found  only  dead  bodies.  Sennacherib  returning  to 
Nineveh  was  assassinated  by  his  sons  as  he  worshipped  in  the 
temple  of  his  idol-god,  and  was  succeeded  by  I^rhaddon 
(xix.  1-37). 

About  that  time  Hezekiah,  having  been  attacked  with  disease, 
was  told  by  the  prophet  Isaiah  to  prepare  for  death.  But  the 
king  prayed  earnestly  and  wept  sore,  on  which  Isaiah  as  he  left 
the  palace  was  ordered  to  return  and  announce  his  restoration  to 
health,  so  that  he  should  be  able  to  go  up  to  the  temple  within 
three  days.  It  was  also  a  divine  message  by  the  prophet  that 
fifteen  years  should  be  added  to  his  life,  that  he  i^ould  be 
delivered  from  Assyria,  and  the  city  be  protected.  By  Isaiah's 
direction  a  lump  of  figs  applied  to  tne  monarch's  boil  proved  the 
means  of  his  recovery.  Having  asked  of  the  prophet  a  sign  to 
the  effect  that  he  should  be  healed  within  three  days,  it  was 
proposed  that  the  sun's  shadow  should  either  go  forwards  or 
backwards  ten  degrees.  The  king  chose  the  latter.  Then 
Isaiah  prayed  to  the  Lord,  who  brought  the  shadow  ten  degrees 
backws^  (xx.  1-10). 

Some  time  after,  Berodach-baladan  hearing  that  Hezekiah  had 
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been  sick  sent  letters  and  a  present  to  him^  ostensibly  to  con- 
gratulate him  on  his  recovery,  but  really  to  ascertain  the  condi- 
tion of  Judah.  On  this  occasion  the  king  made  an  impru- 
dent display  of  all  his  treasures  to  the  messengers.  Isaiah 
hearing  of  the  thing  predicted  that  a  time  should  come  when 
all  his  treasures  should  be  carried  away  to  Babylon,  and  his 
posterity  be  prisoners  and  slaves  there.  The  king  expressed 
contentment  with  the  divine  decree,  inasmuch  as  the  threaten- 
ing was  not  to  be  executed  in  his  own  day  (12-21). 

Manasseh  his  son  succeeded  Hezekiah  on  the  throne,  at  the 
age  of  twelve.  Instead  of  following  his  father's  steps  he  acted 
with  great  folly,  rebuilding  the  idolatrous  places  and  altars 
which  had  been  destroyed,  and  worshipping  all  the  host  of 
heaven.  He  even  built  idolatrous  altars  in  the  courts  of  the 
temple,  offered  his  son  in  the  fire  a  sacrifice  te  Moloch,  used 
enchantments,  and  had  dealings  with  wizards.  A  graven  image 
of  the  Asherah  ( Astarte)  he  had  made  was  also  set  in  the  temple. 
In  consequence  of  such  wickedness,  the  Lord  announced  by  his 
prophets  the  approaching  ruin  of  the  nation.  After  a  reign 
of  fifty-five  years  Manasseh  died  and  was  succeeded  by  his  son 
Amon,  who  reigned  but  two  jeaxs,  and  followed  in  the  steps  of 
his  father.  He  was  assassinated  by  his  servants,  who  in  their 
turn  were  slain  by  the  people.  Amon's  son  was  then  set 
upon  the  throne  (xxi.  1-26). 

Josiah  was  but  eight  years  of  age  when  he  began  to  reign. 
Hifl  government  continued  thirty-one  years,  during  which  he 
effected  great  reforms  in  the  kingdom,  both  religious  and  civil. 
In  the  eighteenth  year  of  his  reign,  Shaphan  the  scribe,  having 
been  sent  by  the  king  to  the  high  priest  with  a  message  respect- 
ing the  payment  of  the  workmen  employed  in  repairing  the 
temple  out  of  the  people's  voluntary  offerings,  returned  with 
the  intelligence  that  the  high  priest  had  found  the  book  of  the 
law^  in  the  temple,  and  read  the  volume  before  Josiah.  The 
king  was  in  great  distress  when  he  heard  the  contents,  on 
account  of  guHt  contracted  against  the  Lord  for  neglecting  its 
words.  The  principal  courtiers  were  sent  to  Huldah  a  pro- 
phetess, to  inquire  the  will  of  Jehovah.  She  predicted  that  all 
the  threatenings  contained  in  the  book  would  be  ftdfiUed  and 
the  people  fuUy  punished  for  their  sins,  but  that  the  king 
himself  should  be  spared  the  sight  of  such  evil  in  his  own  days, 
because  he  had  penitently  humbled  himself  (xxii.  1-20). 

In  the  23rd  chapter  we  are  informed  how  Josiah  summoned 
together  all  the  elders  of  the  people,  read  before  them  and 
other  principal  men,  the  book  that  had  been  found,  and  cove- 
nanted on  behalf  of  himself  and  the  people  to  observe  all  the 
precepts  of  the  law.    He  next  proceeded  to  root  out  idolatry 
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and  all  illegal  worship  of  Jehoyah.  The  vessels  used  in 
idolatrous  services  he  caused  to  be  carried  out  of  Jerusalem  and 
burned.  The  priests  were  deposed.  The  image  of  Astarte  set 
up  by  Manasseh  in  the  temple  was  also  burnt  to  powder.  He 
demolished  the  dwellings  of  the  Sodomites  beside  the  temples, 
and  defiled  the  high  places  in  the  cities  of  Judah  where  priests 
had  burnt  incense.  In  like  manner  he  desecrated  Topheth  in 
the  valley  of  Hinnom.  Other  objects  and  places  of  idolatry 
were  treated  in  the  same  fashion  (xxiii.  1-14).  Proceeding  in 
this  work  of  purification  to  the  northern  kingdom,  he  destroyed 
the  altar  and  high  place  at  Bethel,  slew  the  priests  of  the  idola- 
trous localities  in  the  cities  of  Samaria,  and  defiled  the  places 
by  burning  dead  men's  bones  upon  the  altars  (15-20).  After 
this  he  proclaimed  a  solemn  passover,  which  was  kept  at  Jeru- 
salem in  the  eighteenth  year  of  his  reign  (21-23).  Having 
completed  his  reform  of  public  worship  and  kept  the  pass- 
over,  he  turned  his  attention  to  wizards  and  the  like,  as  well  as 
to  sii  domestic  idolatry  and  superstition.  Yet  though  there 
was  no  king  Hke  him  among  his  predecessors,  the  Lord  did  not 
turn  from  his  anger  against  Judah,  but  declared  that  Judah 
and  Jerusalem  should  be  cast  off  (24-28). 

In  Josiah's  time  Pharaoh-nechoh  attacked  the  king  of  Assyria, 
I^abopolassar,  at  the  Euphrates,  and  Josiah  marcned  against 
him.  The  pious  king,  however,  was  killed  in  a  battle  fought 
at  Megiddo.  His  body  was  brought  to  Jerusalem  for  burial. 
The  people  made  his  son  Jehoahaz  king  in  his  stead.  But 
he  reigned  only  three  months,  for  Pharaoh-nechoh  pronounced 
his  deposition  at  Riblah,  put  the  country  imder  heavy  tribute, 
and  raised  his  brother  Eliakim,  changing  his  name  to  Jehoiakim, 
to  the  throne.  Jehoahaz  died  a  captive  in  Egypt.  The  new 
king  set  up  by  Pharaoh-nechoh  was  obliged  to  tax  the  people 
heavily  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  his  master ;  and  after  an  evil 
reign  of  eleven  years  in  Jerusalem,  was  succeeded  by  his  son 
Jehoiachin.  It  is  also  related,  that  in  his  days  (in  the  fifth  of 
his  reign)  Nebuchadnezzar,  son  of  Nabopolassar  threatened 
Jerusalem  ;  and  therefore  Jehoiakim  submitted,  and  became  his 
tributary  for  three  years,  at  the  end  of  which  he  rebelled  against 
his  master  (xxiii.  29-xxiv.  7).  Jehoiachin  reigned  but  three 
months,  for  Nebuchadnezzar  sent  an  army  agamst  Jerusalem, 
which  he  himself  followed.  The  Jewish  king  went  out  with 
his  mother  and  principal  courtiers,  and  surrendered.  The 
Babylonians  plundered  the  temple  and  palace,  carried  captive 
Jehoiachin  and  his  court,  with  all  the  principal  inhabitants  and 
mechanics  of  the  land,  leaving  none  but  the  poorest  behind. 
Mattaniah,  the  king's  uncle,  was  put  upon  the  vacant  throne  by 
the  victor^  his  name  being  changed  to  Zedekiah.     He  reigned 
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eleven  years,  and  acted  like  Jehoiakun  (xxiv.  8-20).  In  the 
ninth  year  of  his  reign,  Nebuchadnezzar  came  again  with  all 
his  host  against  Jerusalem,  and  laid  siege  to  it.  This  expedition 
was  the  consequence  of  Zedekiah's  reyolt  against  the  Babylonian 
monarch.  The  siege  continued  till  the  eleventh  year  of  Zede- 
kiah,  when  the  city  was  reduced  by  famine.  Part  of  the 
besieged  and  the  king  attempting  to  escape  by  nighty  were 
overtaken  by  the  enemy  in  the  plains  of  Jericno,  where  his 
followers  were  scattered  and  he  himself  taken  prisoner.  When 
he  was  brought  to  Kiblah  where  Nebuchadnezzar's  head-quarters 
were,  Zedekiah's  sons  were  put  to  death  before  their  father,  his 
own  eyes  put  out,  and  himself  carried  prisoner  to  Babylon.  A 
month  later,  Nebuzar-adan,  captain  of  the  guard,  went  to  Jeru- 
salem and  plundered  the  whole  city,  burning  the  temple,  palace, 
and  all  the  principal  houses,  jlie  walls  were  also  broken 
down.  The  remnant  of  the  city  he  transported  to  Babylon, 
leaving  the  poor  to  be  vinedressers  and  husbandmen.  All 
the  valuable  vessels  in  the  temple  were  also  taken  away,  and 
many  precious  articles  broken,  that  the  metal  of  them  might 
be  more  easily  carried  off.  The  chief  priest,  the  second  priest, 
the  three  keepers  of  the  door,  with  a  niunber  of  other  principal 
men  found  in  the  city,  were  brought  to  the  king  of  Babylon 
at  Riblah  and  put  to  death  (xxv.  1-21).  Gedaliah  was  set  over 
the  remnant  not  carried  away.  But  after  seven  months  he  was 
slain  by  a  small  body  of  conspirators  ;  and  then  the  entire 
population  fled  to  Egypt,  fearing  the  anger  of  the  Babylonians. 
Such  was  the  termination  of  the  kingdom  of  Judah,  after  it  had 
existed  about  387  years  (22-26). 

In  the  37th  year  of  Jehoiachin's  captivity,  Evil-merodach, 
Nebuchadnezzar's  successor,  took  his  prisoner  out  of  his  durance, 
treated  him  with  respect,  and  made  him  a  perpetual  guest  at 
the  royal  table  (27-30). 

III.  Unity  and  Diverspty. — The  unity  of  the  work  is  ap- 
parent from  a  certain  uniformity  of  description  and  language 
pervading  it.  Accordingly  it  proceeded  in  its  present  form  from 
one  hand.  Thus  there  is  throughout  a  careful  observance  of 
chronology  in  relation  to  persons  as  well  as  to  important  events, 
as  in  1  Kings  ii.  11 ;  vi.  1,  37,  38 ;  vii.  1 ;  viii.  2,  65,  66;  ix.  10; 
xi.  42 ;  xiv.  20,  21,  26  ;  xv.  1,  2,  9,  10,  25,  33 ;  xvi.  8,  10,  15, 
23,  29 ;  xxii.  1,  2,  41,  42,  51 ;  2  Kings  i.  17 ;  iii.  1 ;  viii.  16, 
25,  26  ;  ix.  29  ;  x.  36  ;  xi.  3,  4  ;  xii.  1,  2,  6  ;  xiii.  1,  10 ;  xiv. 

1,  2,  17,  23 ;  XV.  1,  2,  8,  13,  17 ;  xvi.  1,  2 ;  xvii.  1,  5 ;  xviii.  1, 

2,  9,  10,  13 ;  xxi.  1,  19 ;  xxii.  1 ;  xxiii.  23,  31,  36 ;  xxiv.  1,  8, 
12,  18 ;  xxv.  1,  2,  3,  8,  25,  27. 

In  the  same  way  the  actions  of  the  kings  are  looked  at  ac- 
cording to  the  standard  of  the  law^  1  Kings  ii.  3  ;  iii.  14  ;  vi.  12 ; 
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viii.  58,  61 ;  ix.  4,  6 ;  xi.  33,  38 ;  2  Kings  x.  31 ;  xiv.  6  ;  xvii. 
13,  15,  34,  37 ;  xviii.  6 ;  xxi.  8 ;  xxii.  13 ;  xxiii.  3,  21,  25. 

The  references  to  sacrificing  in  high  places  are  frequent  and 
similar,  as  in  1  Kings  iii.  2 ;  xv.  14  ;  xxii.  44 ;  2  Kings  xii.  3  ; 
xiv.  4 ;  XV.  4,  35 ;  xviii.  4. 

The  death  and  burial  of  the  kings  are  described  throughout  in 
nearly  the  same  phraseology,  as  1  Kings  xi.  43 ;  xiv.  20.  31 ; 
XV.  8,  24 ;  xxii.  40 ;  2  Kings  viii.  24 ;  xiii.  9 ;  xiv.  29 ;  xv. 
7,  38  ;  xvi.  20 ;  xx.  21 ;  xxi.  18 ;  xxiv.  6. 

Expressions  respecting  the  divine  choice  of  the  city  of  Jeru- 
salem and  the  temple  are  interspersed,  as  in  1  Kings  viii.  16,  29 ; 
ix.  3  ;  xi.  36 ;  xiv.  21 ;  2  Kings  xxi.  4,  7. 

The  same  proverbial  language  occurs  in  1  Kings  xiv.  10; 
xxi.  21 ;  2  Kings  ix.  8 ;  xiv.  26.  In  like  manner  the  diction  is 
tolerably  uniform.  The  same  forms  of  expression  are  used  to 
denote  the  same  thing,  as  21^^71  *1^1t^  shut  up  and  k/t,  1  Kings 
xiv.  10 ;  xxi.  21 ;  2  Kings  ix.  8 ;  xiv.  26 ;  the  frequent  use  of 
the  particle  TN  then,  1  Kings  iii.  16 ;  viii.  1,  12 ;  ix.  11,  24 ; 

xi.  7  ;  xvi.  21 ;  xxii.  50  ;  2  Kings  xii.  18 ;  xiv.  8  ;  xvi.  5.  Most 
expressions  belong  to  the  later  period  of  the  language,  as  will  be 
shewn  hereafter. 

But  although  the  unity  and  independence  of  the  work  before 
us  are  attested  by  internal  evidence,  care  must  be  taken  to  avoid 
such  ideas  of  them  as  cannot  stand  a  scrutiny.  The  books  are  a 
compilation  from  more  copious  documents,  and  therefore  their 
unity  cannot  be  very  close  or  exact.  It  is  true  that  one  man 
has  impressed  upon  them  a  pecidiar  character,  shewing  that  he 
employed  his  sources  with  freedom  and  independence ;  yet  we 
cannot  assent  to  the  assertion  of  De  Wette,  repeated  with  ap- 
proval by  Keil,  that  the  insertion  or  putting  together  of  diSFerent 
narratives  does  not  clearly  appear  in  any  part.^  That  distin- 
guished critic  himself  allows  that  the  unity  is  disturbed  in  some 
pieces  ;  because  he  instances  1  Kings  xix.  15,  etc.,  as  not  agree- 
ing with  2  Kings  viii.  7-15 ;  ix.  1-10,  as  well  as  the  isolated 
mention  of  Jonah  in  2  Kings  xiv.  25.  The  kind  of  unity 
inherent  in  the  books  can  only  be  determined  by  the  phenomena 
themselves  ;  and  we  believe  that  a  rigid  examination  will  shew 
a  compilatory  character,  including  an  occasional  Tooseness  and 
want  of  harmony.  Several  traces  of  diSFerent  writings  are 
plainly  seen,  causing  incoherence  and  diversity  in  the  general 
narrative.  Looking  at  the  work  as  a  whole  we  are  inclined  to 
demur  to  the  language  of  such  as  attribute  it  to  a  single  author. 
It  belongs  to  one  compiler.  The  correctness  of  this  observation 
will  appear  from  the  following  particulars. 

1  Einleitang,  p.  268. 
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1.  Sometimes  one  part  contradicts  another.  Thus  in  the 
prophecy  of  Elijah  we  read,  "  In  the  place  where  dogs  licked  the 
blood  of  Naboth,  shall  doffs  lick  thy  blood,  even  thine"  (1  Kings 
xxi.  19) ;  Le,,  the  place  of  punishment  shall  be  IsTaboth's  plot  of 
ground  in  Jezreel ;  whereas  according  to  1  Kings  xxii.  38,  it 
was  at  Samaria.  The  prophecy  lays  stress  upon  the  circum- 
stance that  the  place  acquired  by  murder  should  be  the  place  of 
Ahab's  violent  death.  No  attempt  to  reconcile  this  diversity  is 
successful,  though  after  many  others  have  failed,  Keil  seems 
confident  of  his.  According  to  him,  Jehu  in  2  Kings  ix.  26, 
quotes  Elijah's  prophecy  according  to  the  import  not  the  exact 
words  of  it;  and  besides,  it  was  only  in  part  fulfilled  literally 
upop  Ahab  himself,  but  fully  on  his  son  Joram.^  This  is  a  mere 
evasion  of  the  difficulty  ;  since  the  words  properly  understood 
convey  but  one  meaning.  We  read  in  1  Kings  xxi.  29,  that 
because  Ahab  humbled  himself  the  evil  threatened  should  not  be 
inflicted  in  his  days ;  and  it  remains  to  be  shewn  by  Keil  and  his 
disciples  that  the  evil  deferred  meant  nothing  more  than  that  the 
dogs  should  not  lick  hia  blood  in  Jezreel.  They  did  lick  it  in  the 
pool  of  Samaria.  After  stating  that  the  dogs  licked  up  his  blood, 
and  that  his  armour  had  been  washed  in  Samaria,  the  words 
occur,  "according  unto  the  word  of  the  Lord  which  he  spake" 
(1  Kings  xxii.  38).  Surely  the  reference  here  is  to  the  evil 
inflicted  on  himself,  not  postponed.  The  evil  deferred  on  his 
repentance,  was  not  an  alteration  in  the  place  of  his  death,  but  a 
postponement  of  the  utter  destruction  of  his  house. 

Again,  Ahaziah  son  of  Ahab  is  said  to  begin  his  reign  in  the 
seventeenth  year  of  Jehoshaphat  king  of  Judah  (1  Kings  xxii. 
51).  This  does  not  agree  with  other  statements,  and  must  be 
incorrect.  Ahab  reigned  twenty-two  years.  Jehoshaphat  king 
of  Judah  began  to  reign  in  the  fourth  vear  of  Ahab,  i.e.,  the 
latter  had  reigned  three  years.  K  therefore  Ahab's  son  became 
his  successor  in  the  seventeenth  year  of  Jehoshaphat,  the  father 
could  not  have  reigned  more  than  nineteen  or  twenty.  What 
makes  the  discrepancy  still  more  apparent  is,  that  from  the 
beginning  of  Jehoshaphat's  reign  till  the  death  of  his  grandson 
Ahaziah  of  Judah  was  thirty-four  years,  (25  +  8  4-1)  (comp. 
1  Kings  xxii.  41,  and  2  Kings  viii.  17,  26) ;  but  Ahaziah  of 
Israel  reigned  scarcely  two  years,  and  his  brother  Jehoram, 
contemporary  with  AJiaziah  of  Judah,  reigned  twelve  years 
(2  Kings  iii.  1).  Subtracting  fourteen  years  from  thirty-four, 
we  see  that  Ahaziah  son  of  Ahab  could  not  have  succeeded  to 
the  throne  till  the  twenty-first  of  Jehoshaphat. 

2.  Relations  are  represented  as  existing  after  the  time  when 

1  HinleitoDg,  p.  184,  Bocond  edition. 
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the  history  itself  shews  they  were  done  away.  Thus  the  historian 
speaks  of  the  downfal  of  the  Jewish  kingdom,  and  retains  the 
formula  until  this  day  of  things  which  the  catastrophe  of  the 
state  did  away.  It  is  said  of  the  ark  of  the  covenant  in  the 
temple  that  it  was  there  unto  this  day  (1  Kings  viii.  8) ;  that 
Solomon  levied  a  tribute  of  bond -service  upon  the  original 
inhabitants  of  the  land,  unto  this  day  (1  Kings  ix.  21) ;  that 
Israel  rebelled  against  the  house  of  David  unto  this  day  (1  Kings 
xii.  19) ;  that  Edom  revolted  from  under  the  hand  of  Judah 
unto  this  day  (2  Kings  viii.  22) ;  and  that  they  brake  down  the 
image  and  house  of  Baal,  turning  it  into  a  draught-house  unto 
this  day  (2  Kings  x.  27). 

3.  Ahab's  conduct  in  sparing  Benhadad  (1  Kings  xx.  .34, 
etc.),  which  is  regarded  as  a  crime  worthy  of  severe  punishment, 
though  commendable  in  itself,  shews  an  incongruity  between  it 
and  what  the  man  of  Ood  had  announced  to  the  kiag  beforehand 
(ver.  28),  "  I  will  deliver  all  this  great  multitude  into  thiae 
hand,"  where  it  is  never  hinted  that  Ahab  should  spare  none. 
If  the  crime  of  sparing  Benhadad  deserved  such  punishment, 
the  man  of  God  must  have  spoken  differently  from  the  words  of 
the  twenty-eighth  verse.  This  is  confirmed  by  the  circumstance 
that  the  same  man  of  God  does  not  come  to  announce  the  punish- 
ment ;  but  "a  certain  man  of  the  sons  of  the  prophets"  (verse  35). 
Hence  the  conclusion  seems  unavoidable  that  xx.  35-43,  did  not 
belong  to  the  preceding  section  at  first.  It  does  not  certainly 
harmonise  with  it ;  and  the  attempt  of  Keil  to  bring  it  into 
conformity  only  demonstrates  its  impossibility.^ 

4.  The  course  of  the  narrative  does  not  fulfil  expectations  for 
which  the  reader  has  been  prepared.  Thus  in  1  Kings  xix. 
15-17,  Hazael,  Jehu,  and  Elisha  were  to  be  anointed  by  Elijah, 
and  the  remnant  of  Baal's  worshippers  to  be  killed  by  Elisha ; 
whereas  Hazael's  anointing  does  not  take  place;  Jehu's  is  not 
performed  by  Elijah ;  and  none  is  slain  by  Elisha.  The  reply  of 
Keil  to  this  is  frivolous.* 

5.  The  same  thing  is  repeated,  as  in  2  Kings  xiv.  15,  16, 
which  is  very  nearly  identical  with  2  Kings  xiii.  12, 13,  shewing 
different  sources  at  the  disposal  of  the  redactor.  Again,  the 
same  expedition  of  ships  to  Ophir  sent  by  Solomon  is  related 
differently  in  2  Kings  ix.  27,  28,  and  x.  22.  In  like  manner  a 
useless  repetition,  supposing  both  to  have  proceeded  from  the 
same  writer,  occurs  in  2  Kings  ix.  14, 15,  compared  with  2  Kings 
viii.  28,  29. 

6.  Sections  are  separated  from  one  another  by  intervening 
pieces.     Thus  1  Kings  ix.  24,  is  the  continuation  of  iii.  3 ;  and 

^  Einleitang,  p.  186.  >  Ibid. 
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all  that  intervenes  is  a  kind  of  interruption.  Keil  arbitrarily 
affirms  that  it  could  not  be  put  before  its  present  place.^  Again, 
xi.  41,  is  the  continuation  of  x.  29.  In  1  Kings  vi.  11-13,  the 
word  of  the  Lord  that  came  to  Solomon  is  a  strange  insertion  in 
a  narrative  respecting  the  particulars  of  building  the  temple. 
In  like  manner  the  account  of  Elisha's  death  (2  Kings  xiii. 
14-21)  is  appended  to  the  close  of  Joash's  history,  though  the 
prophet  lived  during  the  reign  of  Joash. 

7.  There  is  a  considerable  difference  in  the  nature  of  the 
contents  of  the  books ;  for  while  some  bear  the  impress  of  genuine 
history,  others  are  strongly  imbued  with  the  traditional  and 
exaggerated.  One  has  only  to  compare  the  accounts  of  the 
prophets  Elijah  and  Elisha  with  such  pieces  as  1  Kings  i.  and  ii. 
to  see  the  diversity. 

8.  Sometimes  the  narrative  spreads  out  into  minute  parti- 
culars; again  it  is  chronicle-like,  giving  nothing  more  than 
leading  notices  of  a  general  kind,  as  is  observable  in  comparing 
2  Kings  xi.  and  xv. 

9.  Even  in  respect  to  language,  diversities  appear  here  and 
there.  An  antique  style  may  be  discovered,  as  in  1  Kings  ix. 
16-23 ;  or  a  pregnant  brevity  of  expression,  as  in  the  sections 
relating  to  Elijah  and  Elisha ;  or  in  peculiar  words  and  their 
relations  which  betray  diversity  of  conception  and  authorship. 

These  observations  may  serve  to  define  the  kind  of  unity 
belonging  to  the  books  of  Kings — a  unity  consistent  with  their 
compuatory  character,  and  influenced  by  it  to  a  considerable 
extent.  It  is  a  unity  which  includes  various  diversities  and 
some  contradictions,  consisting  in  general  features  and  outline 
rather  than  minute  particulars,  and  allowing  the  critic  to  detect 
in  several  instances  different  authorship  of  sections,  inserted 
narratives,  and  occasional  peculiarities  of  style. 

IV.  Sources. — ^The  written  sources  lemployed  by  the  author 
are,  a  hook  of  the  acts  of  Solomon  T\uy^  ^15*^  *T^  (1  Kings 
xi.  41) ;  a  book  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Israel  ^*521.  T^Q 

'?»1B^  'i7th  D'Ofn  (1  Kings  xiv.  19 ;  xv.  31 ;  xvi.  5,  14,  20, 
27  ;  xxii.  39';  2  Kmgs  i.  18  ;  x.  34  ;  xiii.  8, 12 ;  xv.  11,  15,  21, 
26,  31);   dk  book  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Judah  1^ 

rn^n^  ^3707  D^O;ri  nS'l  (l  Kings  xiv.  29 ;  XV.  7,  23 ;  xxii.  46; 
2  Kings  viii.  23 ;  xii.  19  ;  xiv.  18,  28  ;  xv.  6,  36  ;  xvi.  19 ;  xx. 
20 ;  xxi.  17  ;  xxiii.  28  ;  xxiv.  5).  Tlhe  book  of  the  chronicles  of 
the  kings  of  Judah  and  the  book  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of 
Israel  seem  to  have  been  two  leading  divisions  of  a  larger  work 
which  is  quoted  as  a  whole  by  the  compiler  of  Chronicles  in  a 

^  Einleitung;,  p.  187. 
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variety  of  ways ;  as,  the  hook  of  the  kings  of  Judah  and  Israel 
(2  Chron.  xvi.  11 ;  xxv.  26 ;  xxviii.  26) ;  the  hook  of  the  kings 
of  Israel  and  Judah  (2  Chron.  xxvii.  7  ;  xxxv.  27  ;  xxxvi.  8) ; 
more  briefly,  the  hook  of  tl^e  kings  of  Israel  (2  Chron.  xxxiii.  18 ; 
XX.  34) ;  the  story  (Midrash)  of  the  hook  of  Kings  (2  Chron. 
xxiv.  27).  It  contained  a  history  of  the  northern  and  southern 
kingdoms ;  as  is  evident  from  the  name  hook  of  the  kings  of  Israel 
and  Judahy  beginning  with  the  reign  of  David.  The  last  king 
of  Judah  mentioned  in  connexion  with  it  is  Jehoiakim  ^2  Kings 
xxiv.  5 ;  2  Chron.  xxxvi.  8) ;  and  the  last  king  of  Israel,  PekaJi 
(2  Kings  XV.  31).  It  is  probable,  therefore,  that  the  latest 
kings  were  not  described  in  the  work.  The  nature  of  it  cannot 
be  ascertained  farther  than  the  references  in  Kings  and  Chroni- 
cles warrant ;  but  it  appears  to  have  narrated  the  lives  and  ac- 
tions of  the  kings  who  ruled  successively  over  the  people. 
Various  reasons  might  be  assigned  for  denying  it  the  character 
of  official  Journals  or  annals  committed  to  writing  by  the 
public  recorders  in  both  kiagdoms,  and  preserved  in  the  na- 
tional archives.  It  was  compiled  from  the  oj£cial  journals  of 
the  nation,  but  did  not  itself  carry  the  weight  or  authority  of 
such  documents.  It  was  not  made  by  official  scribes,  nor  had  it 
a  public  official  character,  but  was  extracted  by  various  indi- 
viduals/row the  official  records  of  the  nation,  everything  being 
omitted  which  had  no  general  historical  importance.  Accord- 
ingly in  the  narratives  of  the  books  of  kings  we  do  not  find 
tlie  form  of  journals  recording  events  in  accurate  and  minute 
succession  from  year  to  year,  or  the  minute  and  trivial  matters 
found  in  Oriental  chronicles.  The  official  annals  had  received  a 
new  shape,  having  been  epitomised  and  altered  before  they  came 
into  the  hands  of  the  compiler  of  Kings  in  the  aspect  they 

? resented  in  the  book  of  the  chronicles  of  Judah  and  Israel. 
he  extr«u3ted  document  contained,  not  only  a  record  of  the 
chief  acts  of  the  kings,  but  also  of  the  prophets  and  their  in- 
fluence on  public  affiiirs.  The  latter  were  so  mixed  up  with  the 
history  of  events  and  exerted  so  large  an  influence  over  them, 
as  to  necessitate  more  or  less  copious  accounts  of  their  doings, 
in  any  history  of  the  nation  which  could  lay  claim  to  the  name. 
The  truth  of  this  is  apparent  from  the  fact  that  the  hook  of  Jehu 
the  son  of  Hanani  (2  Chron.  xx.  34)  ;  the  vision  of  Isaiah  the 
prophet,  the  son  of  Amoz  (2  Chron.  xxxii.  32) ;  and  the  tvords  of 
the  seers  that  spake  to  Manasseh  in  the  name  of  the  Lord  God  of 
Israel  (2  Chron.  xxxiii.  18)  are  expressly  said  to  be  contained  in 
the  hook  of  the  kings  of  Israel  It  has  been  inferred  that  when 
other  prophetic  writings  are  cited,  they  too  belonged  to  the  same 
larger  work,  though  not  expressly  assigned  to  it  like  the  pre- 
ceding monographs.     Thus  when  we  read,  "  Now  the  rest  of 
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the  acts  of  Solomon  first  and  last,  are  they  not  written  in  the 
book  of  Nathan  the  prophet,  and  in  the  prophecy  of  Ahijah  the 
Shilonite,  and  in  the  visions  of  Iddo  the  seer  against  Jeroboam, 
the  son  of  Nebat"  (2  Chron.  ix.  29),  it  is  supposed  that  there  is 
an  allusion  to  sections  of  the  large  work  containing  an  account 
of  these  prophets  in  connexion  with  king  Solomon.  But  the 
inference  is  uncertain  and  improbable.  It  is  observable,  that 
though  the  book  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Judah  is  cited 
fifteen  times,  and  that  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Israel 
sixteen  times,  both  are  never  put  together  in  Kings,  as  they  are 
in  Chronicles.  This  fact  shews  that  the  two  journals  were 
separate  in  the  time  of  the  compiler  of  Kings.  He  did  not 
know  them  in  their  united  form,  as  the  chronicle-writer  did ; 
the  latter  always  citing  them  as  one  work  (2  Chron.  xxvii.  7). 
After  the  extinction  of  the  kingdom  of  Israel,  the  chronicles  of 
Judah  are  always  mentioned  in  the  continuation  of  the  history  of 
Judah* 

The  book  of  the  acts  of  Solomon  (1  Kings  xi.  41)  is  rightly 
thought  by  Keil  never  to  have  formed  part  of  the  work  cited  as 
that  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah,  etc.,  but  to  have  been  com- 
piled earlier  and  to  have  remained  an  independent  document.^  It 
was  in  fact  a  private  document,  composed  by  some  one  after 
Sdiomon's  death.  Thenius^  errs  in  supposing  that  though  the 
author  of  the  Kings  had  the  document  before  him  in  its  separate 
state,  it  was  also  incorporated  in  the  larger  work.  That  it 
formed  a  part  of  the  book  of  the  Chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and 
Judah  cannot  be  fairly  deduced  firom  the  probability  of  the  book 
of  the  acts  of  Solomon  being  identical  with  that  mentioned  by 
ihe  Chronicle-writer  (2  Chron.  ix.  29)  the  book  of  Nathan  the 
prophet;  for  the  life  of  the  one  could  be  written  without  that  of 
the  other,  contrary  to  what  Thenius  asserts.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence that  either  the  book  of  Nathan  the  prophet  was  identical 
with  that  of  the  acts  of  Solomon,  as  Thenius  thinks ;  or  that 
either  formed  part  of  the  larger  annals  so  often  cited,  aa 
Bertheau  imagines.^  Thenius  infers  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  writer  of  Kings  refers  to  the  book  he  so  often  quotes,  that 
the  latter  had  not  itself  before  him,  but  an  abridgment  or 
summary  extracted  from  it.*  The  particulars  adduced  in  favour 
of  this  view  do  not  appear  to  us  convincing  or  weighty.  The 
constantly  recurring  re&rence  to  a  fuller  written  source  in  the 
case  of  each  successive  king  need  not  be  thought  strange  on  the 
part  of  the  writer  of  Kings ;  nor  is  it  at  all  necessary  to  believe 
that,  had  he  extracted  his  own  account  from  the  larger  annak  of 

>  Einleitnng,  page  189.  >  Die  Bilcher  der  Koenige,  Einleitung,  p.  v. 
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the  nation,  he  would  have  contented  himself  with  referring  once  to 
it  as  the  source  of  &ller  information.  Moyers's  conjecture  that 
the  compiler  used  another  source  which  he  has  not  q)ecified9 
viz.,  an  older  book  of  Kings  (referred  to  in  1  Chron.  ix.  1, 
2  Chron.  zx.  34,  intermediate  in  date  between  contemporary 
annals  and  the  compiler  himself)  is  unnecessary.^  The  similari^ 
in  manner  and  language  between  2  Sam.  Tii.  and  1  Kings  yiiL, 
which  seems  to  be  the  critic's  main  reason  for  thinking  so,  is  by 
no  means  characteristic. 

Such  are  all  the  sources  which  ftpp^  to  have  been  at  the 
disposal  of  the  compiler  of  Kipgs.  Thenius  indeed  thinks  it 
probable  that  besides  the  book  of  the  acts  of  Solomon  the  writer 
had  other  single  constituent  parts  of  the  larger  work,  as  the  hook 
of  Jehu  the  son  of  Hanani  (2  Chron.  xx.  34),  &om  which  he  took 
1  Kings  xvi.  1-4 ;  the  prophecy  of  Ahijah  the  Shilonite  (2  Chron. 
ix»  29),  fitmi  which  he  got  Ahijah's  prophecy  about  Jeroboam, 
1  Kings  xi.  31-39  ;  the  tcords  of  the  seers  (2  Chron.  xxxiii.  18), 
whence  he  deriyed  the  discourse  to  Manasseh,  2  Kings  xxi. 
12-15;  but  there  is  no  good  reason  for  thinking  that  such 
monographs  had  then  formed  part  of  the  book  of  the  chronicles  of 
the  Kings  so  often  cited,  if  indeed  they  ever  did.^  At  the  com- 
mencement of  his  work  the  compiler  had  another  source  of 
information,  yiz.,  the  books  of  Samuel  in  their  original  text, 
containing  an  account  of  David's  sickness  and  death  as  well  as  a 
history  of  Solomon.  These  together  with  the  hook  of  the  acts  of 
Solomon  served  for  the  first  part  of  his  history ;  the  lives  of  the 
succeeding  kings  being  mostly  derived  from  the  large  work 
containing  an  account  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah,  or  at 
least  from  its  two  parts. 

It  is  impossible  to  discover,  at  this  remote  period,  the  exact 
nature  and  plan  of  the  work  so  often  quoted  by  the  writer  of 
Kings.  It  was  not  a  connected,  continuous  history  the  parts  of 
which  were  regularly  composed  by  one  prophet  after  another,  or 
by  any  other  series  of  writers,  one  commencing  where  the  other 
ceased^  Kather  was  it  made  up,  not  long  before  the  downfal  of 
Judah,  of  materials  and  monographs  which  had  accumulated  in 
the  progress  of  time.  It  began  before  the  conmiencement  of  the 
two  kingdoms,  and  narrated  more  or  less  fully  the  puUic  acts  of 
the  kings  and  other  leading  personages.  It  was  neither  com- 
plete, nor  alike  valuable  in  all  its  parts. 

Another  source  was  oral  tradition,  from  which  were  taken  such 
pieces  as  1  Kings  iii.  16-28 ;  2  Kings  xi.  1-13  ;  and  xxiii.  16-18. 
The  history  of  EUjah  and  Elisha  also  shews  veiy  strongly  the  tra- 
ditional element.   But  the  sections  relating  to  these  propnets  were 

1  Kritiflche  Untenachuiiger  ueber  d.  Bibl.  Chromk,  p.  1S6. 
*  See  Die  Biicher  der  Zaemge,  p.  t. 
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not  composed  by  the  writer  at  first  out  of  oral  tradition.^  They 
were  taken  from  a  historical  work  of  a  different  character  from 
that  described  as  the  book  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  ofJudah. 
The  legendary  is  too  strongly  incoiporated  with  the  matter  of 
it  to  render  it  at  all  probalue  that  it  belonged  to  the  annals 
of  the  nation.  It  is  miprobable  that  the  two  prophets  were 
described  at  first  in  two  distinct  histories  which  were  subse- 
quently put  together;  nor  is  there  any  reason  for  thinking 
that  the  entire  narration  of  both  was  taken  from  a  document 
of  a  prophetic-historical  tendency,  unless  it  be  held  that  the 
document  contained  more  than  the  Hves  and  actions  of  the 
prophets  in  question.  The  compQer  of  the  Kings  took  the 
sections  relating  to  these  prophets  from  a  document  of  another 
tendency  than  the  chronides  of  the  kings  of  Judah  and  Israel. 
And  it  IS  most  likely,  that  the  original  work  to  which  the  Elijah 
and  Elisha  accounts  belonged  was  composed  in  the  school  of 
the  prophets ;  since  the  tenor  is  to  magnify  the  prophetic  ofiice. 
For  that  end  the  miraculous  gathers  around  their  persons.  It 
has  been  remarked  by  Thenius,'  that  the  compiler  of  Kings 
either  omitted,  or  did  not  find,  the  beginning  of  the  work 
whence  he  extracted  the  matter  referred  to;  because  Elijah 
appears  at  once  on  the  stage  without  any  preparatory  mention, 
and  in  1  Kings  xviii.  4,  there  is  allusion  to  something  not  pre- 
viously noticed.  Besides,  Ahab  appears  in  a  more  favourable 
light  in  the  sections  derived  from  the  annals  of  the  kingdom 
than  in  those  borrowed  from  the  document  based  on  tradition. 
The  sections  taken  frx)m  the  document  referred  to  are  1  Kings 
xvii.-xix.  and  xxi.,  2  Kings  i.  2-17,  ii.  1-25,  iv.-vii.,  viii.  1-16, 
xiii.  14-21.  At  the  same  tmie  the  histories  of  Elijah  and  Elisha 
were  not  written  by  one  person,  for  they  are  conceived  in  a 
different  spirit,  and  m  each  history  itself  various  hands  may  be 
detected.  Thus  in  that  of  Elijah,  2  Swings  i.  2-17  could  scarcely 
have  proceeded  from  him  who  penned  1  Kings  xvii.-xix., 
xxi,  and  2  Kings  ii.  1-18,  but  from  a  later  hand  who  conceived 
of  the  prophet  somewhat  differently.  A  hi^ily  poetic  spirit  dis- 
tinguisnes  1  Kings  xvii-xix.,  xxi.,  2  Kings  ii.  1-18  ;  not 
2  Kings  i.  2-17.  We  can  also  detect  traces  of  various  authors 
in  the  accounts  given  of  Elisha.  Thus  2  Kings  ii.  19-20,  iv., 
vi.  1-7,  viii.  1-6  were  not  written  by  him  who  penned  v.,  vi. 
8-vii.  20,  and  viii.  7-15. 

The  compiler  seems  to  have  employed  his  sources  freely  and 
independently.  He  also  used  them  with  fidelity,  making  no 
arbitrary  changes  in  them.  Some  things  were  allowed  to  stand 
without  being  adapted  to  his  own  time.     Discrepancies  were  not 

1  See  Ewald'8  GescMchte  d.  Y.  Israel,  toI.  i.  p.  204  et  seqq. 
*  Die  Biicher  der  Koenige,  Sinleit.,  p.  vi. 
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always  remoTed.  In  some  places  where  he  might  have  done  so 
with  advantage,  he  did  not  alter  the  materials  before  him.  The 
hand  of  the  compiler  is  seen  in  2  Kings  xvii.  7-23  and  33- 41, 
where  he  philosophises  on  the  causes  of  the  catastrophe  before 
described,  and  points  out  the  religious  state  of  the  mixed  people 
called  the  Samaritans,  in  his  day.  Here  his  own  subjectivity  is 
prominent,  and  the  lateness  of  the  composition  obvious.  Tnese 
are  the  longest,  as  they  are  the  most  obvious,  portions  written 
by  the  compiler  himseli  without  existing  materials  of  any  kind. 
Many  brief  remarks  he  has  interspersed  here  and  there. 

V.  Date  and  Authorship. — ^The  history  is  continued  down 
to  the  time  of  Evilmerodach,  terminating  with  an  account  of 
the  liberation  of  Jehoiachin,  king  of  Judah,  from  prison  by  that 
monarch  (2  Kings  xxy.  27).  It  was  composed  after  the  death 
of  Jehoiachin  (2  Kings  xxy.  29),  and  perhaps  after  Evilmero- 
dach's  time,  i.e.,  in  the  second  half  of  the  captivity.  There  is 
no  hint,  however,  of  the  return  from  Babylon ;  nor  is  any 
definite  hope  of  it  expressed.  Hence  the  books  were  compiled 
between  661  and  636,  B.C.  From  the  language  applied  to 
Jehoiachin  (he  did  eat  bread  continually  before  him  [Evilmero- 
dach] aU  the  days  of  his  life),  it  does  not  logically  follow  that 
he  died  before  Evilmerodach,  as  Hayemick  thinks,  relying  on 
the  fact  that  there  is  no  mention  of  a  succeeding  Babylonian 
king.  The  work  which  formed  the  principal  source  of  the 
compiler's  materials  was  written  before  the  downfal  of  the 
Jewish  State,  because  it  is  plainly  indicated  in  itself  that  the 
kingdom  still  existed  (2  Kings  viii.  22).  The  oft-recurring 
formula,  unto  this  day,  which  belonged  to  the  same  source  and 
never  implies  the  time  of  the  exile  but  the  later  period  of  the 
kingdom  of  Judah,  corroborates  the  same  conclusion.  It  is  also 
plain  that  the  document  itself  terminated  with  Jehoiakim  (2  Kings 
xxiv.  6).  If  however  he  died  after  Evilmerodach,  it  must  still 
haye  been  before  the  end  of  the  captivity,  as  Ewald  observes.^ 

In  regard  to  the  date  of  particular  parts  or  sections,  it  is 
difficult  to  determine  it.  They  belong  to  yery  different  times ; 
and  which  of  them  is  the  oldest  is  doubtful.  It  is  probable  that 
some  belong  to  the  time  of  Solomon,  as  1  Kings  i.,  ii.,  iy.  2-19. 
Some  were  written  before  the  captivity  of  Israel  or  the  ten 
tribes ;  others,  before  the  downfal  of  Judah.  The  accounts  of 
Elijah  and  Elisha  were  composed  latest,  as  may  be  inferred  from 
their  legendary  character,  the  absence  in  them  of  exact  dates 
and  places,  and  geographical  anomalies,  as  in  1  Kings  xix.  8, 
where  Elijah  is  represented  as  travelling  uninterruptedly /or/y 
days  and  forty  nights  from  Beersheba  to  Horeb;  whereas  the 

1  Geschichte  des  Volkes  Israel,  vol.  i.  p.  213. 
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distance  is  little  more  tlian  forty  geographical  miles.  Yet 
he  is  represented  as  goinff  forward  in  the  strength  of  the 
meat  which  had  been  miraculously  supplied  to  him.  In  1  Kings 
xviii.  46,  it  is  stated  that  the  hand  of  the  Lord  was  upon  Elijah, 
and  he  girded  up  his  loins  and  ran  before  Ahab  to  the  entrance 
of  Jezreel,  i.e.,  extraordinarily  strengthened,  he  ran  before  Ahab 
from  Carmel  to  the  entrance  of  Jezreel,  a  distance  not  less  than 
six  geographical  miles. 

With  the  date  assigned  to  the  work  agrees  the  later  Chaldais- 
ing  character  of  the  language  as  ^fW  for  fW,  1  Kings  xiv.  2 ; 
2  Kings  iv.  16,  23  ;  viii.  1.  IHIN  for  IftN,  2  Kings  i.  15  ;  iii. 
11,  12 ;  viii.  8.    DJlIN  for  DJ^N,  2  Kings  vi.  16.    n*)  for  nj, 

1  Kings  xi.  36 ;  xv.  4 ;  2  Kings  viii.  19,     "^y^  for  *ih  2  Kings 

iv.  2.    ♦5i?for*!|'?,  2Kingsiv.7.    j^l,  2  Kings  xi.  13.    piTX, 

1  Kings  xi.  33.  HliHto  1  Kings  xx.  14,  etc.  D^IH,  1  Kings 
xxi.  8,  11.  is  for  ^n,  1  Kings  v.  2,  nnB^3,  2  Kings 
vii.  12.  yyOy  2  Kings  viii.  21.    nn$,   1  Kin^'x.  15  ;  xx.  24. 

2  Kings  xviii.  24.     D^n5U9"n,  2  Kings  xxv.  8.     n^»  1  Kings 

viii.  61,  etc.     ^i^^J),  2  Kings  vi  11.     T^BT^i  2  Kings  xviii. 

7.     jlPlte^,  2  Kings  xviii.  19.     nn^n%  2  Kings  xviii.  26. 

Uhrfm  *Tfc^,  1  Kings  XV.  20 ;   2  Kings  xxv.  23,  26.     "Tp,^ 

2  Kings  XXV.  1.      T^  ID^  ^31,  2  Kings  xxv.  6.     njOnn 

Snn  rmhj  l  Kings  xxi.'  20,  25;  2  Kings  xvii.  17.     ^H^, 

1  Kings  xviii.  42  ;  2  Kings  iv.  34,  35  ;  the  frequent  use  of 
the  preterite  with  ^  as  a  narrative  tense,  etc.  etc. 

The  same  date  is  corroborated  by  the  circumstance  of  the 
legendary  being  found  in  the  history,  pointing  to  a  considerable 
interval  between  the  time  when  certain  events  happened,  and 
the  recording  of  them.  Contemporary  or  immediately  succeed- 
ing writers  could  not  have  presented  various  parts  of  the  history 
as  they  now  appear ;  the  original  annals  must  have  been  sub- 
sequently cast  into  a  new  form,  abridged  in  part,  and  en- 
larged by  minute  insertions  drawn  from  popular  tradition  or 
report.  It  is  true  that  these  remarks  apply  more  to  the  docu- 
ment cited  by  the  compiler  as  his  main  source,  i.e.,  the  book  of 
the  chronicles  of  the  kings ;  but  the  late  date  of  that  abridgment 
is  closely  connected  with  the  late  date  of  the  present  work. 

According  to  the  Talmudists,  foUowed  by  many  of  the  older 
theologians,  Jeremiah  was  the  compiler  of  the  books  of  EHnffs. 
This  opinion  has  been  adopted  in  modem  times  by  Havemiok  ^ 

^  Einleitimg^)  11.  i.  p,  171  et  seqq. 
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and  Graf/  who  rely  on  such  considerations  as  these :  The  same 

floomy  prophetic  yiew  of  history  in  both  (comp.  especially 
Eangs  XYii.  11^  etc.  with  Jer.  xxiiL  4,  etc.) ;  the  uequent 
verbal  agreement  between  both,  as  in  xyii  14  compared  with 
Jer.  Tii.  26 ;  xvii.  15  compared  with  Jer.  ii.  5 ;  xyii.  20  compared 
with  Jer.  vii.  15 ;  the  surprising  harmony  between  Jer.  xzzix.  1, 
etc.  and  2  Kings  zxy.  1,  etc. ;  me  fayourite  idea  of  both  respect- 
ing the  choice  and  continuance  of  David's  house  conveyed  in  the 

same  words,   n^^^J  NgJ  Sl?0  &*^  H^y.  vh  (comp.  1  Kings  ii. 

4 ;  viii.  25  ;  ix.  5  with  Jer.  xxxiii.  17 ;  xiii.  13  ;  xvii.  25  ;  xxii. 
4) ;  in  both  the  same  propensity  to  borrow  modes  of  speech 
from  the  Pentateuch  ;  the  attachment  to  earlier  prophecies  and 
a  careful  use  of  them  for  history  (comp.  Deut.  xiii.  8  ;  2  Kings 
xxiii.  26  ;  Jer.  iv.  8) ;  the  idea  of  the  choice  of  Jerusalem,  taken 
from  the  Pentateuch  (Deut.  xii.  11,  etc.)  and  forming  a  pro- 
minent fundamental  idea  in  the  two  writers;  and  the  dose 
agreement  of  2  Kings  xxiv.  18,  etc.  with  Jer.  lii. 

Most  of  these  peculiarities  are  accounted  for  by  the  similarity 
of  the  times  to  which  the  respective  writers  belonged.  Indeed 
they  were  not  far  from  being  contemporary.  Both  belonged 
to  the  learned  class,  and  were  weU  acquainted  with  the  sacred 
books  of  their  people.  And  the  writer  of  Kings  made  use  of 
Jeremiah  in  particular.  The  similarity  existing  between  Jer. 
lii.  and  2  Kings  xxiv.  18,  etc.,  has  been  differently  explained. 
According  to  Havemick,  Jeremiah  himself  put  the  latter  where 
it  now  stands,  while  the  persons  who  collected  his  prophecies, 
thinking  the  narrative  worth  preserving,  appended  it  to  the 
book  called  after  him.^  This  is  a  most  uni^ely  supposition. 
Neither  is  it  probable  that  the  redactor  of  Jeremiah's  book  took 
the  section  from  Kings  and  put  it  to  the  end  of  the  prophetic 
book,  because  it  is  a  fuller  recension  of  2  Kings  xxiv.  in- 
stead of  a  briefer  one.  Both  were  taken  from  a  common 
source,  as  would  appear  from  their  differences  as  well  as  their 
general  similarity  ;  the  form  in  Jeremiah  lii.  being  the  purer 
representative  of  the  original.  It  is  no  valid  objection  when 
Havemick  adduces  the  fact  that  the  annals  of  the  kingdom 
whence  the  compiler  of  Kings  drew  ceased  with  Jehoiakim 
(2  Kings  xxiv.  5,  etc.),  because  he  was  not  necessarily  confined 
to  them  for  his  information.  Much  more  probable  is  the  hypo- 
thesis of  Bleek,  that  Baruch  added  the  last  chapter  of  Jeremiah.' 

Huetius  and  Calmet  supposed  that  Ezra  was  the  writer.  In 
favour  of  this  conjecture  the  latter  adduces  various  particulars 

1  De  librornm  Sam.  et  Reg.  Gompositione,  etc.,  p.  61  et  seqq. 

*  Einleitung  II.,  i.  p.  173.  >  See  hia  Einleitong,  p.  369. 
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which  are  as  suitable  to  any  other  person  living  at  that  time. 
Kone  of  them  marks  out  Ezra  as  the  person. 

Jahn  conjectures  that  Ezekiel  wrote  the  books  before  ii8|  but 
admits  that  there  is  no  ground  for  the  assumption. 

It  is  useless  to  try  to  discoYer  the  person.  We  must  be  con- 
tent with  a  few  general  circumstances  rektin^  to  him.  He 
belonged  to  Judah  not  Israel,  as  is  inferred  from  his  going 
much  more  into  detail  in  matters  affecting  the  southern  king- 
dom, and  his  describing  the  history  of  Israel  in  a  more  summair 
way ;  from  his  zeal  on  behalf  of  the  public  worship  of  Jehoyah 
at  Jerusalem ;  and  his  tracing  all  the^disasters  of  the  state  to  the 
apostacy  of  the  ten  tribes  under  Jeroboam  (2  Kings  xyii.  21). 
An  anti-Israelitiah  spirit  is  yery  obseryable  m  him.  From  the 
prophetic  survey  or  history  presented  in  the  work,  the  writer 
was  in  some  way  connected  with  the  order  of  prophets.  It  is 
certain  that  he  belonged  to  the  learned  class,  and  was  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  sacred  literature  of  his' nation.  Though  not 
a  prophet  himself,  he  may  have  been  the  pupil  of  one ;  of 
Jeremiah  himself,  as  Thenius  conjectures,^  which  would  amply 
explain  the  similarity  of  thought  and  style  existing  between  the 
pupil  and  master.  He  belonged  to  the  captives  who  had  been 
carried  away  to  Babylon,  or  at  least  Uved  there  at  the  time  he 
vnrote.  This  appears  from  1  Kings  v.  4  (English  iv.  24),  where 
in  describing  Solomon's  dominions  the  compiler  says  ''  he  had 
dominion  over  all  the  region  on  this  side  the  river.''  The 
expression  Vl^n  "l^y  can  only  mean  on  the  west  side  of  the 

Euphrates,  used  by  one  dwelling  on  the  east  side  of  it.  The 
EngliBh  version  is  mcorrect.  The  same  conclusion  follows  from 
2  JSings  XXV.  27-29.  Whatever  circumstances  may  seem  to 
favour  Egypt  as  the  place  of  composition,  must  give  way  to  the 
clear  indication  of  the  two  passages  now  referred  to. 

It  has  been  already  shewn  that  the  books  of  Samuel  were  not 
written  by  the  person  who  compiled  those  of  the  Kinss.  Hence 
it  is  matter  of  surprise  that  Thenius  should  sanction  the  opinion. 
Ewald  has  unduly  influenced  him  in  this  respect. 

VI.  Natttbe  op  the  History. — ^The  genuine  character  of  the 
books  is  well  attested  by  internal  evidence.  A  true  theocratic 
roirit  pervades  them.  'The  compiler  often  refers  to  his  sources, 
fihewing  that  he  was  exact  and  faithful.  His  conscientious 
scrupulousness  in  relation  to  chronology  is  tipparent  to  such 
an  extent  that  the  numbers  assigned  to  the  reigns  of  the 
kings  of  Israel  and  Judah  do  not  agree  with  one  another. 
Instead  of  removing  such  discrepancies  and  so  introducing  full 
harmony  into  the  chronology  of  the  two  kingdoms,  he  has 

*  Die  Biicher  der  Eoenige,  Einleit.,  p.  x. 
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allowed  them  to  remain.  This  is  a  proof  of  his  closely  foUowing 
the  materials  at  his  disposal.  The  general  credibility  of  the 
history  is  confirmed  by  a  comparison  of  the  analogous  accounts 
in  Chronicles,  which  must  have  been  drawn  more  or  less  directly 
from  the  same  sources.  The  partialities  of  the  author  are 
scarcely  apparent  in  the  liyiug  traits  of  character  he  presents. 
Causes  and  consequences  are  stated  with  simplicity  and  brevity. 
Though  the  history  is  compendious  and  extract-like,  it  bears  on 
its  face  the  stamp  of  fidelity.  As  might  be  expected  from  one 
living  in  Babylon  where  his  countrymen  were  captive,  the  view 
taken  of  events  is  gloomy.  But  it  is  not  so  dark  as  to  beget  or 
cherish  despair ;  on  the  contrary  it  encourages  the  down^trodden 
Israelites  with  the  hope  of  a  bright  Aiture,  when  they  should 
worship  God  in  His  temple,  and  acknowledge  His  faithfulness  to 
David's  house. 

Here  and  there  traces  of  the  legendary  and  exaggerated  may 
be  seen.  Thus  it  is  said  that  the  children  of  Israel  slew  of  the 
Syrians  in  one  day  100,000  foot  (1  Kings  xx.  29) ;  that  Solomon 
had  70,000  who  bare  burdens  in  preparing  for  the  building  of 
the  temple  (1  Kings  v.  15) ;  and  that  Hiram  sent  to  Solomon 
120  talents  of  gold — ^nearly  6,000,000/.  sterling.  Sometimes 
the  miraculous  is  unnecessarily  introduced,  as  when  Elijah 
supplied  with  food  by  an  angel  went  in  the  strength  of  it  forty 
days  and  forty  nights,  from  Beersheba  to  Horeb  (1  Kings 
xix.  8).  It  is  evident  that  in  the  narrative  of  this  prophet  at 
Horeb,  the  writer  copied  Ex.  xxxiii,  lX-23,  where  the  miraculous 
is  accumulated.  So  also  in  2  Kings  xx.  8-11,  where  it  is  said 
that  Jehovah  "  brought  the  shadow  ten  degrees  backward,  by 
which  it  had  gone  down  in  the  dial  of  Ahaz ;"  9»  if  the  Al- 
mighty would  work  such  a  miracle  to  satisfy  He^ekiah's  mind 
of  the  certainty  of  an  event  which  he  would  have  to  wait 
for  only  three  days,  and  which  God  himself  assured  him  of 
by  the  prophet  Isaiah,  Something  simple  and  natural  was 
transformed  by  a  later  age  into  the  miraculous.  The  writer 
faithfully  reflects  the  view  of  his  own  time  in  the  words: 
"  And  Isaiah  the  prophet  cried  unto  the  Lord  :  and  he  brought 
the  shadow  ten  degrees  backward."  The  prophetic-didactic 
tendency  is  so  predominant  as  to  have  deteriorated  the  charac- 
ter of  the  history  in  various  parts.  The  compiler  interposes 
his  own  reflections  as  he  proceeds.  Taking  a  prophetic  survey 
he  connects  later  occurrences  with  earlier  prophecies,  leaving 
room  for  arbitrariness.  Compare  for  example  1  Kings  ii.  27, 
with  ISam.  ii.  31,  33;  1  Kings  xi.  30,  31,  with  xii.  15; 
xiii.  2,  with  2  Kings  xxiii.  15-20 ;  1  Kings  xiv.  10,  with 
XV.  29 ;  1  Kings  xvi.  1-3,  with  12 ;  1  Kings  xvi.  34,  with 
Josh.  vi.  26 ;  1  Eangs  xxi.  19,  24,  with  xxii.  38 ;    2  Kings 
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ix.  36,  37,  with  x.  10;  2  Kings  x.  30,  with  xv.  12;  2  Kings 
XX.  16-18,  with  xxi.  10,  etc.,  etc.,  xxii.  16,  etc.,  etc. ;  2  Kings 
xxiii.  27,  with  xxv.  There  is  also  a  considerable  similarity 
between  the  prophetic  discourses  and  deeds  recorded  ;  shewing 
that  his  own  subjectiyity  found  some  scope.  It  is  a  strikiijg 
circumstance,  for  instance,  that  Ahijah  should  address  Jero- 
boam (1  Kings  xiv.  7,  etc.),  Jehu,  Baasha  (1  Kings  xvi.  1, 
etc.),  Elijah,  Ahab  (1  Kings  xxi.  19,  etc.),  a  young  prophet, 
Jehu  (2  Kings  ix.  7,  etc.),  in  words  much  alike.  Hence 
it  is  probable  that  these  prophecies  received  their  present  form 
subsequently  to  the  time  they  were  delivered;  and  that  they 
are  not  given  exactly.  The  remarkable  analogy  subsisting 
between  them,  extending  even  to  the  language,  is  a  phenomenon 
best  explained  in  this  way.  But  we  do  not  believe  that  the 
compiler's  subjectivity  was  allowed  much  license,  because  he  was 
mainly  depenaent  on  written  sources,  and  did  not.  possess  much 
original  genius.  He  lived  at  a  period  of  the  national  history 
unfavourable  to  the  production  of  the  best  Hebrew  history- 
writing.  Traditional  elements  had  incorporated  themselves  with 
the  annals  of  the  nation  too  firmly  to  be  accurately  separated ; 
the  legendary  and  exag^rated,  the  mytholo^cal  and  marvellous 
had  intruded  into  the  domain  of  genuine  history,  in  some  cases 
too  strongly  to  be  dislodged  from  it,  at  least  by  one  of  the 
Israelites  themselves.  And  the  writer  was  too  remote  from 
m^ny  of  the  persons  and  events  described  to  view  them  other- 
wise than  through  the  glass  of  a  degenerate  time,  at  which  the 
darkness  of  the  present  tended  to  throw  too  bright  a  halo  roimd 
the  old  national  monarchs  and  conquerors. 

The  history  of  Solomon,  though  mostly  historical  in  the  best 
sense  of  the  term,  has  something  of  the  legendary  and  tradi- 
tional in  it.  His  wisdom  is  extolled  very  highly ;  and  divine 
revelations  are  made  to  him  on  two  occasions.  But  the  nature 
of  his  government  does  not  justify  the  great  encomiums  passed 
upon  his  wisdom ;  nor  does  nis  character  accord  with  the  reli- 
gious stand-point  he  occupies.  His  prayer  at  the  dedication  of  the 
temple  contains  later  ideas,  and  has  been  enlarged  by  a  subsequent 
hand  to  its  present  state,  out  of  a  much  shorter  basis.  Thus 
1  Kings  viii.  46-51  was  evidently  suggested  by  the  Babylonish 
captivity,  and  could  not  have  proceeded  from  Solomon  himself. 
There  is  also  an  aUusion  to  a  much  later  custom  in  the  forty- 
fourth  and  forty-eighth  verses — ^viz.,  the  turning  toward  Jeru- 
salem in  the  public  worship  of  Jehovah.  It  is  likewise  appa- 
rent that  there  are  imitations  of  passages  in  Deuteronomy 
and  Joshua.  The  style  is  wordy  in  many  places,  and  full  of 
later  expressions.  Hence,  though  there  is  an  original  ground- 
work b^iring  the  stamp  of  authenticity,  it  has  been  consider- 
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ably  enlarged  and  elaborated  by  a  hand  later  than  Solomon's 
time.  The  number  of  sacrifices  and  peace-offerings  is  also  ex- 
ceflsiye  in  viii.  62-64,  considering  that  so  many  were  offered  in 
seven  days.  The  same  remark  applies  to  the  number  of  women 
in  his  harem — yiz,  1000.  In  the  Song  of  Solomon  the  number 
is  veiy  much  less,  sixty  queens  and  eignty  concubines ;  while  to 
Behoboam  are  as»gned  in  Chronicles  eighteen  wives  and  eixij 
concubines.  Again,  the  accounts  of  Elijah  and  Elisha,  thougn 
they  have  a  genuine  historical  basis,  are  strongly  tinctured  with 
the  legendary.  The  reader  is  struck  with  the  great  similarity 
between  1  Eongs  xvii.  8,  etc.,  where  Elijah  goes  to  a  widow ;  and 
2  Kings  iv.  1,  etc.,  where  EUsha  goes  to  a  widow ;  and  between 

1  Sings  XX.  relating  to  the  former  prophet,  and  2  Ejngs  vL  24 
relating  to  the  latter.  In  like  manner,  there  is  an  analogy 
between  2  Kings  i.  where  Elijah's  great  zeal  appears,   and 

2  Kings  ii.  23,  24,  where  Elisha  is  depicted  in  the  same  way. 
It  is  also  observable,  that  angels  appear  only  in  connexion 
with  the  history  of  these  prophets;  and  that  disobedience  to 
the  word  of  God  or  the  prophet  is  twice  punished  by  a  lion. 
Indeed  the  miraculous  which  is  so  largely  interspersed  dis- 
covers its  origin  in  the  popular  legends  and  traditions.  Thus 
Elijah  declared  to  Ahab,  tlutt  there  should  neither  be  dew  nor 
rain  for  succeeding  vears  except  as  he  should  order  it;  and 
accordingly  a  drought  came  and  lasted  more  than  tivo  years 
(1  Kings  xvii.  1  and  xviii.  1) ;  with  which  the  New  Testament 
account  of  its  continuance  does  not  agree  (Luke  iv.  25 ;  James 
V.  17).  He  was  fed  by  ravens.  Elisha  caused  the  head  of  an 
axe  to  rise  to  the  top  of  water  by  throwing  in  a  stick.  The 
scene  in  which  EliJ£ui  appeared  on  mount  Garmel  with  the 
Baal  prophets  summoned  to  meet  him  is  dramatic.  It  is  not 
easy  to  separate  what  is  historical  in  it  from  the  drapery  with 
which  it  nas  been  enveloped.  Sometimes  the  fictitious  is  ap- 
parent, as  where  abundance  of  water  is  used  by  the  prophet 
to  drench  his  sacrifice  and  the  wood,  by  surrounding  the 
altar ;  while  Elijah  filled  the  trench  also  with  water.  This  pro- 
fuse application  of  water  is  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
hancing the  greatness  of  the  miracle.  But  the  writer  seems  to 
have  forgot  for  the  moment  the  long-continued  drought,  which, 
as  it  had  lasted  for  more  than  two  years,  must  have  dried  up  the 
brooks  belonging  to  the  mountain,  and  the  river  Kishon  supplied 
by  them.  Even  at  and  after  death,  the  wonder-loving  tradition 
of  the  age  to  which  the  writers  belonged  invested  the  two  pro- 
phets witn  miracle.  Thus  Elijah  is  said  to  have  been  taken  up 
to  heaven  in  a  chariot  and  horses  of  fire,  without  undergoing 
death  (2  Kings  ii.  11) ;  and  the  very  bones  of  Elisha  in  the 
grave  reanimated  a  ac^  body  as  soon  as  it  touched  them 
(2  Kings  xiii.  21). 
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YIL  General  scx>F£. — ^The  general  scope  of  the  writer  was 
to  exhibit  the  deyelopment  of  the  theocracy  in  conformity  with 
the  principle  contained  in  the  diyiae  promise  made  to  L^ayid : 
"  And  when  thj  days  be  fulfilled  and  thou  shalt  sleep  with  thy 
fSettherSy  I  will  set  up  thy  seed  after  thee,  which  shall  proceed  out 
of  thy  bowels,  and  I  will  establish  hia  longdom.  He  shall  build 
an  house  for  my  name,  and  I  will  stabnsh  the  throne  of  his 
kingdom  for  ever.  I  will  be  his  father,  and  he  shall  be  my  son. 
If  he  conmiit  iniquity,  I  will  chasten  him  with  the  rod  of  men, 
and  wititi  the  stripes  of  the  children  of  men.  But  my  mercy 
shall  not  depart.away  from  him,  as  I  took  it  fit)m  Saul,  whom  I 
put  away  before  thee.  And  thine  house  and  thy  kingdom  shall 
De  established  for  ever  before  thee :  thy  throne  shall  be  esta- 
blished for  ever"  (2  Sam.  viL  12-16).  Accordingly  the  history 
before  us  shews  how  God  preserved  the  kingdom  of  Solomon 
entire ;  and,  after  its  division,  endeavoured  to  recal  both  Israel 
and  Judah  to  a  sense  of  their  relation  to  Himself  b^  admonitions 
and  chastisements,  until  their  continued  rebeUion  subverted 
them.  That  subversion,  however>  was  not  the  extinction  of 
David's  seed.  It  was  a  severe  and  salutary  chastisement.  The 
exiled  king  Jehoiachin  was  brought  back  to  Judea  and  elevated 
again  to  kingly  honour  in  his  own  land,  as  an  evidence  that 
Jehovah  remembered  His  servant  David  and  the  prcnnises  made 
to  him.  The  seed  of  David  was  always  to  occupy  the  throne. 
Amid  the  sorest  disasters,  when  the  mercy  of  God  might  seem 
to  have  forsaken  his  people  utterly,  the  promise  of  perpetual 
sovereignty  was  not  invalidated.  In  £61Iowinff  out  this  general 
scope,  the  compiler  presents  the  history  oi  his  suffering  nation 
as  an  instructive  example  fraught  with  wholesome  warning; 
though  that  was  not  his  leading  object.  He  also  encourages  his 
feUow-exiles  to  cherish  a  firm  trust  in  God,  and  a  steadfast  ad- 
herence to  His  worship.  The  tendency  of  the  work  is  prophetic- 
didactic^  as  Havemick  terms  it.  Not  that  the  writer's  principal 
design  was  to  set  forth  the  activity  and  influence  of  the  prophets 
in  national  affidrs,  but  that  his  reflections  in  narrating  the 
history  have  a  prophetic  character.  In  performing  his  work, 
the  compiler  could  hardly  refirain  from  noticing,  more  or  less 
fully,  the  sayings  and  dom^  of  the  prophets,  because  those  in- 
6[ttred  men  occupied  a  promment  place  in  the  theocracy.  They 
watched  over  the  interests  of  the  people,  checked  royal  usurpa- 
tion and  excesses,  exerted  an  administrative  power  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  J^ovah,  and  controlled  to  some  extent  all  the 
affidrs  of  the  nation.  Hence  they  could  not  be  ignored  in 
any  history  of  Israel  or  Judah,  because  their  influence  was 
so  extensive  over  the  theocracy.  But  in  the  manner  of  de- 
scribing the  prophets  and  lookiiig  at  national  a£birs,  the  oom- 
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piler  magnifies  their  persons,  representing  unconditional  obe- 
dience to  them  as  tantamount  to  unqualified  submission  to 
God.  His  stand-point  is  neither  the  religious  nor  ecclesiastic 
cal,  but  the  prophetic.  This  is  well  exemplified  in  the  mode 
of  speaking  of  Jeroboam's  general  conduct  in  relation  to  public 
worship:  "After  this  thing  Jeroboam  returned  not  from  his 
evil  way,  but  made  again  of  the  lowest  of  the  people  priests 
of  the  high  places :  whosoever  would,  he  consecrated  him,  and 
he  became  one  of  the  priests  of  the  high  places.  And  this 
thing  became  sin  imto  the  house  of  Jeroboam,  even  to  cut  it  off, 
and  to  destroy  it  ofi*  the  face  of  the  earth"  (1  Kings  xiii.  33, 34). 
Another  striking  example  is  in  2  Kings  xxiv.  20,  where  we 
read,  "  for  through  the  anger  of  the  Lord  it  came  to  pass  in 
Jerusalem  and  Judah,  until  he  had  cast  them  out  from  his 
presence,  that  Zedekiah  rebelled  against  the  king  of  Babylon." 
ouch  hsLTd,  prophetic  pragmatism  is  characteristic.  The  same 
tendency  is  prominent  in  the  reflections  contained  in  2  Kings 
xviii.  26,  27,  which  are  based  on  the  prophecies  of  Zephaniah 
(ch.  i.)  and  Jeremiah  (xxv.,  xxvi.). 

VIII.  The  Prophets  in  1  Kings  xxn.  6. — ^The  400  prophets 
collected  by  Ahab  king  of  Israel  at  the  instigation  of  Jehosha- 
phat,  that  the  divine  will  might  be  known  respecting  the  issue 
of  an  expedition  against  Ramoth-gilead,  have  been  very  variously 
judged  of.  Perhaps  the  most  common  view  is  that  they  were 
false  prophets,  either  those  connected  with  Baal,  or  the  400 
Astarte-prophets  who  had  not  gone  to  Carmel  and  consequently 
escaped  destruction.  Others  think  that  they  were  priests,  who 
presided  over  the  worship  of  the  golden  calves  which  Jeroboam 
established  in  the  kingdom  of  Israel.  Neither  of  these  hypo- 
theses is  correct.  True  prophets  are  meant,  as  appears  from  the 
seventh  verse,  "  Is  there  not  here  a  prophet  of  the  Lord  besides  ?'* 
and  also  from  the  twenty-fourth  verse,  "  Which  way  went  the 
Spirit  of  the  Lord  from  me  to  speak  unto  thee  P"  Why  then, 
it  may  be  asked,  did  they  give  advice  contrary  to  the  issue  P 
Why  was  their  utterance  false  P  Did  they  speak  solely  from 
the  natural  impulse  of  their  own  minds,  without  spiritual  per- 
ception or  divine  instinct  P  We  dare  not  aflirm  that  they  were 
forsaken  by  the  Spirit  in  giving  the  advice  they  did.  Nor 
should  we  say  that  they  had  not  a  truer  intimation  of  the 
future.  What  they  said  was  spoken  from  patriotism  and  a 
feeling  of  justice ;  for  Ramoth  in  Gilead  was  unrighteously  held 
by  Benhadad,  and  belonged  to  Ahab.  The  vision  which  Mi- 
caiah  had  of  the  spirit  going  forth  from  Jehovah(l  Kings  xxii. 
19,  et  seqq^.)  is  the  personified  spirit  of  prophecy  which  may, 
with  the  divine  permission,  be  a  spirit  of  deception.  Of  course 
the  vision  shadows  forth  the  ideas  of  the  prophet,  or  rather 
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those  of  his  time  respecting  the  spiritual  world.  The  scenery 
employed  is  prophetic,  conceived  in  the  genius  of  prophetism  as 
it  existed  at  that  time.  The  fact  that  Elijah,  the  greatest  of  all 
the  prophets  in  the  days  of  Ahab,  was  not  once  thought  of 
when  the  will  of  the  Lord  was  inquired,  merely  shews  that  the 
writer  of  this  twenty-second  chapter  was  different  from  the 
author  of  xvii.-xix. 

IX.  Elisua's  conduct  to  the  Children. — In  2  Kings  ii. 
23,  24,  are  these  words  :  "  And  he  [Elisha]  went  up  from 
thence  unto  Bethel :  and  as  he  was  going  up  by  the  way,  there 
came  forth  little  children  out  of  the  city  and  mocked  him,  and 
said  unto  him,  Gto  up,  thou  bald  head ;  go  up,  thou  bald  head. 
And  he  turned  back  and  looked  on  them  and  cursed  them  in  the 
name  of  the  Lord.  And  there  came  forth  two  she-bears  out  of 
the  wood,  and  tare  forty  and  two  children  of  them." 

A  charge  of  revenge  and  cruelty  has  been  brought  against 
Elisha  for  imprecating  destruction  on  the  children.  To  de- 
fend the  prophet  against  it,  great  pains  have  been  taken  by 
j.pologists.  We  shall  content  ourselves  with  a  few  remarks  on 
the  occurrence. 

First.  The  incident  does  not  appear  historical,  at  least  in 
various  particulars.  It  is  wholly  improbable  that  she-bears 
would  come  out  of  the  wood  to  devour  children,  in  answer  to 
the  imprecation  of  a  prophet. 

Secondly.  Supposing  the  statement  to  be  literally  true  that 
Elisha  was  mocked  by  children  as  he  went  up  the  street  of 
Bethel,  and  that  he  turned  round  to  curse  them,  it  shews  a 
sudden  ebullition  of  passion  unwarranted  by  the  provocation. 
It  was  both  cruel  and  revengefiil  for  him  to  curse  them.  The 
prophets  were  but  men,  and  sometimes  sinned  like  others.  This 
is  an  example  of  unjustifiable  anger  if  the  thing  be  historical. 
Why  should  attempts  be  made  to  excuse  what  is  inexcusable  P 

Thirdly.  Most  of  the  attempts  framed  to  justify  the  passionate 
conduct  of  the  prophet  do  violence  to  the  plain  words  of  the 
passage  as  well  as  to  morality,  and  are  imworthy  of  their 
authors.  Thus  the  term  1^  j  is  said  to  mean  groum  up  persona. 
In  this  way  children  disappear  from  the  narrative,  and  men  take 
their  place.  Three  things,  all  incorrect,  are  asserted  in  favour 
of  the  new  version  of  ^XJJ,  viz.,  that  it  is  applied  to  Isaac  when 
he  was  twenty-eight  years  old ;  to  Joseph  when  he  was  thirty ;  and 
to  Rehoboam  when  he  was  forty  years  of  age.  There  is  neither 
reason  nor  necessity  for  altering  the  sense  of  the  word,  which  is 
applied  to  an  infant,  to  a  boy  not  full  grouniy  and  to  a  youth 
nearly  twenty  years  old.  Whatever  their  age  might  have  beeUi 
it  made  no  difference  in  regard  to  the  immorality  of  the  impre- 
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cation.     If  they  were  men,  the  curse  invoked  was  an  immoral 
thing ;  if  they  were  children  it  was  more  imniOTal. 

Foiirthly .  It  is  said  that  Elisha  cursed  them  in  the  name  of  the 
Lard,  That  makes  the  case  far  worse  than  if  he  had  simply 
cursed  them.  Strange  to  say,  howeyer,  apologists  take  that  to 
be  an  indication  that  he  did  not  act  from  any  petulant  temper  of 
his  own,  but  declared  in  God's  name  and  authority  the  punish- 
ment which  He  would  inflict  upon  them.  This  interpretation  is 
a  peryerted  one.  Nothing  can  be  farther  firom  the  truth  than 
to  affirm  that  Elisha  acted  in  this  instance  as  a  minister  of  the 
Supreme  Goyemor  of  the  world ;  and  that  the  denunciation 
proceeded  in  consequence  from  a  diyine  impulse.  The  assertion 
IS  derogatory  to  the  character  of  God,  who  neither  inspires  nor 
sanctions  the  imprecation  of  punishment  pronounced  by  man 
against  man. 

Fifthly.  Apologists  invent  a  number  of  things  which  are 
foreign  to  the  narrative,  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  blame  on 
the  children ;  such  as,  they  belonged  to  an  idolatrous  town  and 
were  therefore  wicked  idolaters  themselves.  They  insulted  the 
prophet  at  the  instigation  of  the  priests  of  Baal.  They  alluded 
to  Elijah's  ascension  to  heaven,  which  they  had  heard  of,  but 
did  not  believe.  These  assertions  are  baseless.  Wanton  children 
mocked  the  prophet  who  was  bald  at  the  back  of  the  head. 
Children  are  prone  to  deride  those  who  have  any  outward  defect 
of  body,  or  an  appearance  commonly  associated  with  contempt. 
They  surroimded  the  prophet,  who  was  probably  climbing  very 
slowly  the  street  of  the  lull  on  which  Bethel  was  built,  crying, 
'  Go  up,  thou  bald  head.'  The  ascension  of  Elijah  is  not  allud^ 
to.     It  is  the  ascent  of  Elisha  up  the  hill  of  Bethel. 

Sixthly.  We  reject  the  idea  altogether  that  "some  miracle 
was  necessary  to  support  the  character  and  office"  of  Elisha, 
Neither  his  character  nor  office  was  derided.  No  miracle  was 
necessary  to  bring  a  curse  to  pass.  Rather  would  it  have  been 
necessary  to  thwart  it.  Nor  was  a  miracle  performed.  The 
connexion  of  the  she-bears  with  the  malediction  is  legendary. 


47 


THE  BOOKS  OF  CHRONICLES. 


I.  Name. — ^The  Hebrew  name  of  the  CSiromcles  is  d*0^  ^5'^ 
literally  meaning,  toards  of  the  days,  transactions  of  the  days  or 
annals.  In  the  Hebrew  canon  they  formed  one  book,  which  the 
Greek  translators  diyided  into  two,  with  the  title  irapaKeiirofimfay 
signifying  things  omitted,  because,  as  the  author  of  the  synopsis 
01  sacred  Scripture  in  the  works  of  Athanasius  writes,  '^many 
things  omitted  in  the  Elings  are  contained  in  them ; "  or  rather 
as  MoTers^  explains  the  title,  supplements,  remains  of  other  his- 
torical works.  The  common  name  chronicles  is  firom  the  Latin 
chronicon,  which  Jerome  first  used,  "  Verba  dierum,  quod  signi- 
ficantius  chronicon  totius  divinae  historiae  possumus  appeUare,  qui 
liber  apud  nos  Paralipomenon  primus  et  secundus  inscribitur/'  ^ 
The  example  of  the  jSeptuagint  was  followed  by  the  Yulgate  in 
dividing  the  work  into  two  ;  and  Daniel  Bomberg  introduced  it 
into  his  editions  of  the  Hebrew  Bible ;  so  that  it  is  now  current 
in  the  original  text.  Little  inconvenience  has  foUowed  from  the 
separation,  though  we  should  prefer  to  have  the  whole  printed 
together  continuoudy. 

IL  Contents. — ^l?ne  books  of  Chronicles  may  be  divided  into 
two  parts  as  follows : — 

1.  Chapters  i.-ix.  34. 

2.  Chapters  ix.  35-2  Chron.  xxxvi. 

The  former  consists  of  genealogical  lists  interspersed  with 
short  historical  notices ;  the  latter  of  the  history  of  the  kings  in 
Jerusalem  from  David  to  Zedekiah.  These  again  may  be  sub- 
divided thus : 

1.  (a)  Chapters  i.-iii.,  the  registers  connecting  Adam  with 
David ;  together  with  the  descendants  of  the  latter  till  Elioenai 
and  his  seven  sons. 

(b)  Chapters  iv.-vii.,  genealogical  registers  of  the  twelve 
tribes  of  IsraeL 

^  Untenaohuiigen  ueber  die  bibliBche  Ghronik,  pp.  95,  96. 

*  Frologiis  galeatiu. 
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(c)  Chapters  yiii.-ix.  34,  genealogical  lists  of  the  families  in 
Jerusalem. 

2.  (a)  ix.  35-xxix.  contains  the  history  of  Dayid,  introduced 
by  a  brief  account  of  Saul's  pedigree,  and  the  downfall  of  his 
house. 

ip)  2  Chron.  i.-ix.  is  occupied  with  the  history  of  Solomon. 

\c)  2  Chron.  x.-xxxYi.  contains  a  history  of  the  kings  in 
Jerusalem,  from  Behoboam  to  Zedekiah. 

More  particularly,  the  contents  are  these. 

The  first  four  verses  contain  the  names  of  thirteen  members 
of  the  earliest  period  of  the  world's  history,  according  to  the 
fifth  chapter  of  Genesis,  &om  Adam  to  Noah  and  his  sons.  The 
next  nineteen  verses  contain  the  seventy  races  or  nations  from 
the  tenth  chapter  of  Genesis,  with  the  omission  of  the  short 
historical  and  geographical  notices  which  appear  in  Gen.  x.  I, 
5,  9-12,  186.-20,  21,  30-32.  The  posterity  of  Japhet  are  four- 
teen,  those  of  Ham  thirty,  and  those  of  Shem  twenty-six; 
making  up  the  seventy  races  sprung  from  Noah's  three  sons. 
The  next  four  verses  (i.  24-27J  give  the  names  of  the  ten  mem- 
bers of  the  second  period  oi  the  world's  history — viz.,  from 
Shem  to  Abraham,  agreeably  to  the  account  in  Gen.  xi.  10-32. 
The'historical  notices  connected  with  these  names  in  Genesis  are 
omitted.  The  succeedtug  fourteen  verses  (i.  29-42)  give  the 
seventy  descendants  of  Abraham  beginning  with  the  twelve 
sons  of  Ishinael,  extracted  from  the  corresponding  record  in 
Genesis.  The  rematuder  of  the  chapter  (i.  43-54)  contains  a 
catalogue  of  the  kings  that  reigned  in  Edom  before  the  begin- 
ning of  kingly  power  in  Israel ;  and  also  the  dukes  of  Edom. 
These  are  from  the  thirty-sixth  chapter  of  Genesis,  with  some 
variations. 

The  second  chapter  enumerates  the  twelve  tribes  of  Israel, 
and  the  seventy  descendants  of  Judah.  The  posterity  of  one  of 
them,  Zerah,  is  somewhat  fully  noticed;  but  more  fuUy  the 
descendants  of  Hezron  Zerah's  nephew,  because  he  was  pro- 
genitor of  the  house  of  David.  Here  Caleb  is  called  the  son  of 
Hezron  (ver.  18).  Chelubai  iu  the  ninth  verse  is  only  another 
form  of  the  same  name,  though  Ewald  thinks  that  they  are 
names  of  diflFerent  persons.^  But  it  is  evident  that  the  chronicle- 
writer  identifies  Chelubai  (9)  and  Caleb  (vers.  18,  42) ;  for  both 
are  represented  as  the  son  of  Hezron  and  brother  of  Jerahmeel. 
Hence  it  is  more  probable  that  one  Caleb  is  referred  to  in  the 
chapter  than  two  of  the  same  name.  The  name  of  the  father 
being  Jephunneh  in  Joshua  and  Hezron  here,  need  not  create 
much  didculty. 

^  Gescbichte  des  Volkes  Israel,  vol.  i.  p.  471,  second  edition. 
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The  tliird  chapter  contains  a  list  of  David's  posterity,  with  the 
descendants  of  his  son  Solomon  in  the  royal  line  of  Judah ;  and 
some  of  the  posterity  of  Jeconiah  the  last  king  but  one. 

The  fourth  chapter  begins  with  the  patriarch  Judah  and  his 
sons,  or  rather  families  sprung  from  nim  (1-23).  This  list 
appears  to  be  incomplete.  Whether  it  was  compiled  from  de- 
fective materials^  or  put  together  carelessly,  cannot  now  be 
determined ;  but  some  parts  of  it  are  unintelligible  as  they 
stand,  for  example,  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth  verses.  In 
21-23  the  posterity  of  Shelah  are  given  separately,  perhaps  as  a 
sort  of  appendix.  Notices  in  connexion  with  the  names  are 
very  few.  Of  Jabez  (9, 10)  an  anecdote  is  recorded ;  and  the 
occupations  of  a  few  others  are  mentioned  (14,  21,  23).  Simeon 
and  his  sons  are  next  given  (24-33).  Here  the  notices  are 
more  copious  ;  an  account  of  the  settlement  of  the  tribe  in 
Canaan  being  furnished,  with  a  notice  of  some  families  distin- 
guished for  fecundity ;  and  the  conquests  made  by  the  tribe  at 
the  end  of  the  eighth  century.  The  next  tribe  whose  genealogy 
is  given  is  that  of  Keuben,  whose  four  sons  are  specified  in 
Genesis  and  Numbers.  The  race  of  Reuben  is  then  continued 
in  one  line  viz.  that  of  Joel,  who  seems  to  have  lived  about  the 
time  of  David,  and  of  whose  posterity  we  have  seven  genera- 
tions, down  to  Beerah  who  was  prince  of  the  Reubenites  at  the 
time  of  the  Assyrian  conquest.  The  notices  of  the  Reubenites 
conclude  with  a  short  account  of  a  successful  war  with  the 
Hagarites  in  the  time  of  Saul,  by  which  means  they  extended 
their  possessions  beyond  the  eastern  border  of  Gilead  (v.  1-10). 
Genealogical  accounts  of  the  tribe  of  Gad  follow  (v.  11-22). 
Here  the  descendants  mentioned  in  Gen.  xlvi.  16  do  not  appear, 
but  a  series  of  twelve  names  (twelfth  and  thirteenth  verses). 
The  names  given  were  probably  taken  from  two  lists  composed 
in  the  times  of  Jotham  king  of  Judah  and  Jeroboam  king  of 
Israel  respectively  (verse  17).  To  the  genealogy  of  Gad  is 
appended  a  brief  notice  of  a  successful  warlike  expedition  under- 
taken by  the  two  and  a  half  tribes  east  of  Jordan  against  the 
Hagarites.  Both  the  number  of  men  composing  the  joint  force, 
and  the  great  booty  carried  off  by  the  victors  are  specified. 
Gad,  Reuben,  Manasseh  continued  to  occupy  the  territory  thus 
obtained,  till  they  were  carried  away  captive  by  Tilgath-Pil- 
neser  into  Assyria.  The  verses  in  question  (18-22)  would  have 
been  in  a  more  suitable  place  after  the  twenty-fourth,  where  the 
half-tribe  of  Manasseh  is  spoken  of.  The  twenty-third  and 
twenty-fourth  verses  relate  to  the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh ;  and 
the  last  two  verses  of  the  chapter  to  the  exile  of  the  two  and 
a  half  tribes. 

The  tribe  of  Levi  is  more  fuUy  described  in  its  genealogy 

VOL.  II.  4 
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than  any  other  of  the  series  (v.  26-vi.  66).  In  the  first  place 
the  connexion  between  Aaron  and  Levi  is  shewn  ;  there  is  next 
an  uninterrupted  series  of  twenty-two  names,  from  Eleazar  son 
and  successor  of  Aaron  to  Jehozadak,  who  was  carried  captive 
to  Babylon  by  Nebuchadnezzar.  It  is  remarkable  that  accord- 
ing to  the  view  of  the  writer  the  high  priesthood  continued  in 
imbroken  succession  in  the  line  of  Eleazar  to  the  Chaldean  exile ; 
whereas  we  learn  from  other  places  in  the  Old  Testament,  that 
the  high  priesthood  was  in  the  line  of  Ithamar  firom  Eli  down  to 
Abiathar,  from  whom  Solomon  took  it  to  give  to  Zadok  of  the 
line  of  Eleazar.  Perhaps  the  conjecture  of  Bertheau  is  the  most 
probable,  that  both  lines  filled  the  high  priesthood  in  different 
places  at  the  same  time  ;  because  the  Israelitish  church  was 
divided,  and  the  Mosaic  constitution  not  strictly  carried  out.^ 
In  vi.  1-4,  the  names  of  the  sons  of  Levi  are  given  again  ;  and 
three  series  of  the  posterity  of  Gershom,  Kohath,  and  Merari 
(5-15),  which  lead  to  Heman,  Asaph,  and  Ethan,  the  three 
celebrated  Levites  in  the  time  of  David.  From  16-34  we  have 
the  ancestors  of  the  same  renowned  Levites  given  in  a  different 
way.  From  Heman  to  Levi  are  twenty-two  generations  ;  irom 
Asaph  to  Levi  fourteen  are  given ;  while  in  that  of  Ethan  only 
twelve  are  specified.  After  speaking  of  the  other  posterity  of 
Levi  who  did  not  belong  to  the  priestly  lines  of  Aaron,  Heman, 
Asaph,  and  Ethan  (verses  33,  34),  the  succession  of  the  ponti- 
fical race  from  Eleazar  to  Ahimaaz  contemporary  with  I)avid 
(35-38)  is  presented.  Here  there  is  a  repetition  of  the  twelve 
names  already  given  in  v.  30-34.  This  is  followed  by  an 
account  of  the  dwelling  places  of  the  Levites  within  the  boimd- 
aries  belonging  to  the  individual  families  (39-66).  The  contents 
of  verses  42-46  are  found  again  in  Josh.  xxi.  13,  19.  The  cities 
of  the  Kohathites,  Gershomites,  and  Merarites  are  enumerated ; 
but  there  is  great  difficulty  in  verses  49  and  50,  as  well  as  in 
reconciling  the  corresponding  accounts  in  Joshua  with  those  of 
the  Chronicles.  The  Ust  in  Josh.  xxi.  must  be  regarded  as 
more  correct  than  the  present,  when  the  two  come  in  conflict,  as 
they  do  in  some  instances,  or  vary,  as  in  others.  The  first  five 
verses  of  the  seventh  chapter  contain  a  genealogical  record  of 
the  tribe  of  Issachar,  followed  by  a  similar  Ust  of  Benjamin 
(verses  6-11).  Three  sons  of  Benjamin  are  specified.  In  Gen. 
xlvi.  ten  appear ;  and  in  Nimi.  xxvi.  38,  five.  In  the  list  given 
below  (viii.  1,  etc.)  there  are  also  five,  but  difierent  from  those 
in  jN^um.  xxvi.  It  is  now  impossible  to  reconcile  these  accounts. 
They  must  relate  to  different  periods  of  time,  and  different 
branches  of  the  same  line.     The  twelfth  verse  seems  to  refer  to 

^  Die  Biicher  der  Cbronik.  pp.  61,  62. 
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Dan,  yet  his  name  is  not  given.  In  the  same  manner  he  is 
omitted  in  vi.  46  (comp.  Josh.  xxi.  5)  ;  vi.  54  (comp.  Josh.  xxi. 
23).  Hushim  is  apparentlt/  the  name  of  Dan's  son  in  Genesis 
(xlvi.  23) ;  here  Hushim  is  called  the  son  of  Aher.  Is  Aher  a 
disguised  appellation  for  Dan  P  So  Bertheau  conjectures.  But 
we  learn  from  Nimi.  xxvi.  42,  that  Dan's  son  was  called  Shu- 
ham,  not  Hushim.  The  latter  belonged  to  Benjamin  (1  Chron. 
viii.  8,  11).  By  comparing  viii.  8,  we  see  that  the  word  A/ier 
OHM)  should  be  HHI^,  Shahar,  It  is  a  proper  name;  not  the 
adjective  ^n(t  another.  The  tribe  of  Dan  is  omitted,  because  the 
accounts  from  which  the  Chronist  drew  were  defective  in  places. 
The  thirteenth  verse  of  ch.  vii.  notices  the  tribe  of  NaphtaU, 
where  four  names  are  given,  substantially  the  same  as  in  Gen. 
xlvi.  24  and  Num.  xxvi.  48,  49.  The  half  tribe  of  Manasseh 
follows  (14-19).  Here  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  verses, 
especially  the  latter,  are  unintelligible  as  they  now  stand.  The 
text  is  evidently  incomplete  and  corrupt.  Ashriel,  in  verse  14, 
should  probably  be  expunsed ;  for  Ashriel  belonged  to  the  sons 
of  Gilead,  the  son  of  Machir,  Manasseh's  son.  In  the  fifbeefnth 
verse  it  is  stated  that  Machir  took  to  wife  Huppim  and  Shup- 
pirn ;  the  names  of  men  whose  sister  in  the  next  verse  appears 
as  Machir's  wife.  The  verse  must  be  corrupt.  The  tnbe  of 
Ephraim  is  next  treated  of  genealogically  (vii.  20-29).  The 
posterity  of  Shuthelah  is  traced  through  seven  members,  the 
name  occurring  twice,  as  well  as  that  of  Tahath.  The  passage 
appears  at  first  sight  to  set  forth  that  Ephraim  lived  to  see  and 
bewail  the  misfortunes  of  his  posterity  in  the  seventh  generation. 
But  the  true  sense  is,  that  the  tribe,  represented  as  one  body, 
bewailed  the  disaster  which  befel  two  of  its  sons,  i.e.,  Uvo 
divisions  of  it.  A  genealogical  list  of  Asher  follows  (vii. 
30-40).  It  is  remarkable  that  Zebulun  is  entirely  omitted  in 
the  list  of  the  tribes.  No  good  reason  can  be  given '  for  such 
omission  ;  and  therefore  some  conjecture  that  it  arose  from 
the  oversight  of  transcribers,  who  omitted  a  few  words  re- 
specting Zebulun  which  stood  in  the  original  text.  It  is 
better  to  acquiesce  in  our  ignorance  of  the  true  cause  which 
led  the  Chronicle-writer  to  pass  over  this  tribe,  than  resort 
to  so  rash  and  groundless  a  conjecture.  Dan  too  is  unmen- 
tioned  by  name.  If  chap.  vii.  12  do  not  relate  to  him,  he  is 
wholly  omitted.  The  tribe  of  Judah  comes  first,  as  that  to 
which  David  belonged.  The  small  tribe  of  Simeon  is  mentioned 
next,  because  of  its  close  connexion  with  Judah.  Reuben  the 
first  bom  succeeds,  and  with  him  the  other  tribes  beyond 
Jordan.  Levi  is  described  very  fully,  followed  by  short  notices 
of  Issachar,  Benjamin,  Naphtali,  the  other  half  of  Manasseh, 
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Ephraim,  and  Asher.     Naphtali  is  very  briefly  touched  upon 
(vii.  13). 

The  eighth  and  ninth  chapters  give  a  survey  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Jerusalem,  with  other  accounts  intersperaed  relating  to  the 
Benjamitesy  the  posteritj*  of  the  father  of  Gibeon  who  dwelt  in 
Jerusalem,  and  to  the  race  of  Saul  and  the  Levites.  It  is  difficult 
to  discover  the  time  to  which  this  description  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Jerusalem  refers.  Some,  as  Ewald,^  think  that  it  refers  to 
about  thirty  years  before  the  overthrow  of  the  southern  kingdom. 
This  conclusion  he  supposes  to  be  pretty  certain  from  a  com- 
parison of  ix.  11  with  V.  40,  etc*  The  comparison  does  not 
necessarily  warrant  it.  Bertheau  remarks  in  opposition,  that 
various  notices  in  the  preceding  chapters  carry  the  history 
beyond  the  exile,  as  iii.  10-24  and  perhaps  iv.  1-23.  It  is 
difficult  to  see  why  the  eighth  and  ninth  chapters  should  be  in 
their  present  place,  if  they  belonged  to  the  pre-exile  period. 
Why  should  there  be  a  double  genealogy  oi  Benjamin,  both 
parts  relating  to  the  pre-exile  time  (vii.  6-9  and  viii.  )  ?  And 
why  should  the  sons  of  Judah  (iv.)  be  so  far  separated  from  the 
account  of  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  (ix.)  P  Another  view 
is  that  of  Lavater,  J.  H.  Michaelis,  Dahler,  Herzfeld,  etc.,  who 
think  that  the  accounts  in  viii.  belong  to  the  fore-exile  time, 
and  those  in  ix.  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  after  the  exile. 
This  is  the  correct  view  ;  for  in  ix.  2  there  is  a  transition  from 
one  period  to  another ;  the  first  verse  being  the  conclusion  of 
the  chronicle- writer  respecting  the  fore-exile  time.  The  double 
genealogy  of  Benjamin  in  the  same  period,  which  Bertheau^ 
adduces,  argues  nothing  in  favour  of  chaps,  viii.  and  ix.  be- 
longing to  the  same  penod,  because  it  appears  that  the  seventh 
chapter  was  inserted  by  the  Chronist  pretty  nearly  as  he  found 
it.  But  as  it  consisted  merely  of  six  verses,  he  thought  it  too 
short,  especially  since  the  tribe  called  for  a  more  copious  descrip- 
tion in  consequence  of  its  connexion  with  Judah  and  Levi,  as 
well  as  king  Saul.  Hence  he  gave  another  list  in  the  eighth 
chapter,  derived  from  a  register  constructed  after  t/ie  principal 
citiea  in  the  territory  of  Benjamin.  And  as  Gibeon  is  named 
last,  it  formed  an  appropriate  point  of  attachment  for  the  gene- 
alogy of  Saul,  which  is  continued  down  to  the  fourteenth  gene- 
ration.    The  list  given  in  chap.  vii.  was  a  military  one. 

The  ninth  chapter  gives  the  heads  of  the  people  inhabiting 
Jerusalem  after  the  Babylonian  conquest.  Its  statements  chiefly 
relate  to  members  of  the  tribes  of  Judah  and  Benjamin,  as 
well  as  to  the  priests,  Levites,  their  employments,  and  to  the 
porters. 

^  GescUchte  des  Y.  Israel,  vol.  i.  p.  240. 
«  Die  Budier  der  Chronik,  p.  88. 
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As  introductory  to  David's  history  we  are  presented  with 
brief  notices  of  Saul's  race,  and  the  downfall  of  his  house. 
Here  the  list  given  by  the  compiler  extends  to  the  words  "  two 
hundred  and  twelve  "  in  the  twenty-second  verse ;  the  remainder 
till  verse  thirty-three  inclusive,  being  an  appendix  from  his 
own  pen  relating  to  the  worship  of  God  and  its  regulations. 
Verses  ix.  34-44  are  a  repetition  of  viii.  29-39,  except  that  they 
are  less  by  two  names,  stopping  with  the  sons  of  Azel.  Such  re- 
petition shews  an  inartificial  but  not  careless  compilation ;  for  the 
object  in  this  case  was  to  connect  the  beginning  of  the  history 
of  royalty  with  the  preceding  genealogical  registers,  which  could 
only  be  done  by  referring  back  to  them.  It  is  true  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  give  the  same  statement  again ;  but  the  Chro- 
nicle-writer evinces  great  partiality  for  genealogies.     The  word 

tf)/P  in  the  thirty-fourth  verse  creates  great  difiiculty,  but  may 
be  best  explained  by  supposing  it  to  have  been  inserted  by  some 
later  scribes,  who,  overlooking  the  true  connexion,  thought  from 
the  closing  words  of  verse  thirty- four,  "  these  dwelt  at  Jerusa- 
lem," that  the  list  from  verse  three  onwards,  where  similar 
words  occur,  reached  as  far  as  the  thirty-fourth  verse.  The  ac- 
count of  Saul's  last  battle,  his  death  and  burial,  (x.  1-12,)  is 
very  nearly  identical  with  1  Sam.  xxxi.  1-13).  The  thirteenth 
and  fourteenth  verses  are  the  remarks  of  the  Chronist,  shewing 
that  the  narrative  of  Saul's  death  is  merely  introductory  to 
David's  history. 

The  eleventh  chapter  describes  David's  inauguration  at  He- 
bron as  king  over  all  Israel,  and  his  conquest  of  Jerusalem 
(xi.  1-9),  with  a  list  of  his  mighty  men  and  brief  notices  of 
their  exploits  (10-47).  There  is  a  substantial  agreement  be- 
tween the  contents  of  the  chapter  and  2  Samuel  v.  6-10  ;  xxiii. 
8-39.  The  list  of  names  in  26-47  amounts  to  forty-eight,  while 
that  in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  amounts  only  to  thirty-two. 

The  twelfth  chapter  presents  three  lists  of  David's  followers, 
viz.,  those  who  attached  themselves  to  him  during  Saul's  life 
(1-7),  when  he  was  in  Ziklag;  those  belonging  to  the  tribe  of 
Gad  and  others  of  Judah  and  Benjamin,  who  joined  him  when 
he  was  in  his  mountain  fastnesses  (8-18) ;  and  a  list  of  seven 
men  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh  who  joined  his  standard  when  he 
came  with  the  Philistines  a^inst  Saul  to  battle  (19-22).  This 
IB  followed  by  an  enumeration  of  the  troops  who  assembled  at 
Hebron  to  solemnise  David's  accession  to  the  kingdom  of  all 
Israel  (23-40).  On  this  occasion  upwards  of  300,000  armed 
men  are  said  to  have  been  present. 

The  thirteenth  chapter  describes  how  the  ark  of  the  covenant 
was  brought  into  the  house  of  Obed-edom,  where  it  continued 
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for  three  months.  With  the  exception  of  the  first  five  verses 
relating  to  David's  consultation  with  the  leaders  of  the  people 
before  removing  the  ark,  the  contents  are  nearly  the  same,  word 
for  word,  in  Chronicles  and  Samuel. 

The  fourteenth  chapter  describes  how  David  built  a  palace  for 
himself,  the  increase  of  his  family  at  Jerusalem,  and  two  vic- 
tories over  the  Philistines  in  the  valley  of  Rephaim. 

The  fifteenth  and  sixteenth  chapters  are  properly  a  continua- 
tion of  the  thirteenth ;  the  fourteenth  being  inserted.  They 
conmience  with  the  preparations  which  David  made  for  the 
removal  of  the  ark  to  Jerusalem.  He  built  a  tent  for  it,  and 
gathered  all  Israel  together  to  the  ceremony,  the  Levites  alone 
being  appointed  to  carry  and  take  charge  of  it.  Its  entrance 
into  the  city  was  commemorated  with  music  and  dancing,  fol- 
lowed by  burnt-offerings  and  peace-offerings,  and  a  present  to 
every  individual.  The  king  appointed  certein  of  the  Levites  to 
minister  before  the  ark  and  praise  the  Lord  God.  He  also 
delivered  a  psalm  into  the  hand  of  Asaph  and  his  brethren,  to 
be  used  in  the  installation-service.  After  the  psalm  itself  is 
given,  the  narrative  goes  back  to  the  point  where  it  broke  off  at 
the  fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth  verses  of  xvi.  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tinuing the  list  of  the  Levites  who  ministered  bemre  the  ark 
(vers.  37-43).  The  notices  in  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth  chap- 
ters are  much  more  copious  than  the  corresponding  section  in 
2  Sam.  vi.  11-19.  From  xvi.  25  to  xvii.  3  the  narratives  are 
almost  identical  in  words. 

In  the  seventeenth  chapter  David  proposes  to  build  a  temple  ; 
but  as  Nathan  disallows  it,  he  thankfully  acknowledges  the 
promise  respecting  the  execution  of  the  work  by  Solomon.  This 
is  followed,  in  the  eighteenth  chapter,  by  accounts  of  his  wars 
against  the  Philistines,  Moabites,  Syrians,  and  Edomites,  with  a 
list  of  the  principal  oflBcers  who  assisted  h™  in  the  govern- 
ment. 

The  nineteenth  chapter  narrates  the  occasion  and  occurrences 
of  the  successful  war  engaged  in  by  David  against  the  allied 
forces  of  Ammon  and  Syria,  which  ended  in  their  defeat,  and 
the  destruction  of  Kabbah,  the  Ammonitish  capital,  by  Joab 
(xix.  1-xx.  3).  AJber  a  brief  mention  of  several  Philistine  wars, 
and  the  distinction  obtained  in  them  by  some  of  his  champions 
(xx.  4-8),  the  history  proceeds  to  David's  numbering  of  the 
people,  tne  pestilence  which  followed  as  a  punishment,  and  his 
selection  of  Oman's  threshing-floor  as  the  site  of  a  ftiture  temple. 
It  is  related  that  David  himseK  sacrificed  both  during  and  after 
the  pestilence  at  the  threshing-floor.  He  could  not  offer  his 
holocaust  in  Jerusalem,  because  the  tabernacle  and  with  it  the 
altar  of  burnt-offering  were  then  in  the  high  place  at  Gibeon ; 
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nor  could  he  go  to  GKbeon  to  inquire  of  the  Lord,  for  he  was 
afraid  of  the  sword  of  the  angel  of  God  (ch.  xxi.). 

Forbidden  himself  to  build  the  temple,  David  prepared  mate- 
rials in  abundance  (xxii.  1-5).  Shortly  before  his  death,  he 
called  his  son  Solomon  and  charged  him  to  build  it ;  telling  him 
that  though  he  wished  to  do  it  himself  he  was  prevented,  because 
he  was  a  man  of  war  and  blood.  He  exhorted  his  son  to  keep 
the  law,  and  acquainted  him  with  the  preparations  made  for 
the  building.  He  also  charged  the  princes  of  Israel  to  help 
Solomon  with  all  their  might,  since  the  Lord  had  given  them 
rest  on  every  side  (xxii.  6-19). 

The  twenty-third  chapter  tells  us  how  David  made  Solomon 
king,  reckoned  the  Levites  above  thirty  years  of  age,  and  fixed 
the  nmnber  for  the  different  employments — ^viz.,  24,000  to  pro- 
mote the  work  of  the  house  of  Jehovah ;  6,000  to  be  writers  and 
judges ;  4,000  to  be  porters,  and  4,000  musicians  (2-5).  The 
twenty-four  house-fathers  of  the  Levites  are  given  according  to 
their  descent  from  the  three  sons  of  Levi  respectively  (6-23). 
This  is  followed  by  a  few  remarks  as  an  appendix,  among  which 
it  is  said  that  David  made  a  census  of  the  Levites  from  twenty 
years  old  and  above  (24-32). 

The  twenty-fourth  chapter  describes  how  the  priests  were 
distributed  into  twenty-four  classes  under  as  many  heads ;  six- 
teen of  these  pr^dents  being  descended  from  Eleazar,  and  eight 
from  Ithamar.  It  is  said,  that  each  series  of  house-fathers  or 
officers,  the  sixteen  of  Eleazar  and  the  eight  of  Ithamar,  wste  to 
be  determined  by  lot  (xxiv.  1-19).  The  names  of  several 
Levites  are  then  given,  who  seem  to  have  presided  over 
classes  of  their  brethren;  but  the  Ust  is  manifestly  imperfect 
(20-31). 

The  musicians  and  choristers  were  distributed  into  twenty- 
four  classes  of  twelve  persons  each.  Each  class  consiBted  of 
sons  and  brothers  of  its  leader,  who  was  himself  a  son  of  Asaph 
Heman  or  Jeduthun,  to  whom  was  assigned  the  direction  of 
the  whole  (xxv.  1-31). 

The  twenty-sixth  chapter  describes  the  classes  of  porters,  who 
were  all  Korhites  or  Merarites.  Ninety-three  heads  of  these 
porters  are  given,  t.^.,  the  sons  and  brothers  of  Hosah,  thirteen  ; 
Obed-edom,  sixty-two ;  Meshelemiah,  eighteen ;  the  entire  num- 
ber being  four  thousand*  The  allotment  of  their  different 
positions  is  obscure  to  us  at  the  present  day  (xxvi.  1-19).  The 
keepers  of  the  treasures  of  the  sanctuary  are  next  mentioned 
(xxvL  20*28)  ;  followed  by  those  who  presided  over  ''the 
outward  business/'  or  services  external  to  the  temple ;  among 
whom  were  the  writers  and  judges  (29-32).  The  thirty-first 
and  thirty-second  verses  are  very  obscure,  because  the  former 
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appears  to  have  a  parenthetic  sentence  which  separates  **  Jerijah 
the  chief  "  from  "  and  his  brethren,  men  of  valour/'  etc. 

The  twenty-seventh  chapter  commences  with  an  account  of 
the  twelve  divisions  of  the  army,  each  consisting  of  24,000  men, 
whose  leaders  were  designed  to  be  attendants  on  the  royal  person 
each  for  a  month  (xxvii.  1-15).  A  list  of  the  princes  of  the 
twelve  tribes  is  given  (16-24) ;  but  Gad  and  Asher  are  omitted. 
The  chapter  closes  with  an  account  of  the  officers  who  had 
charge  of  the  possessions  of  David,  which  are  particularly 
enumerated  as  consisting  of  those  kept  in  Jerusalem,  those  kept 
in  granaries  elsewhere,  farms,  vineyards,  olive  and  sycamore 
orchards,  oxen,  camels,  asses,  sheep  (25-31).  A  short  list  of 
other  officers  is  subjoined  (32-34) 

In  the  twenty-eighth  chapter  it  is  related  that  the  king 
assembled  at  Jerusalem  all  the  princes  of  Israel,  both  military 
and  civil,  to  hear  his  last  charge  to  them.  He  told  them  how 
he  had  proposed  to  build  a  temple  for  Jehovah ;  but  had  been 
divinely  informed  that  it  was  not  for  such  a  man  of  war  and 
bloodshed  to  execute  his  design  ;  the  honour  being  reserved  for 
his  son  Solomon,  to  whom  Jehovah  had  assured  him  He  would 
be  a  father  and  establish  his  kingdom  for  ever,  if  he  would  be 
constant  to  keep  His  commandments  and  statutes.  After  ex- 
horting the  assembled  people  to  observe  all  the  laws  of  God,  he 
addressed  Solomon  in  solemn  language,  and  gavehim  the  plans 
of  the  sacred  building  communicated  to  hunseu  by  Jehovah, 
patterns  of  hiig  arrangements  of  the  services  devolving  upon  the 
priests  and  Levites,  and  the  immense  quantities  of  silver  and 
gold  which  he  had  collected,  divided  in  portions  adapted  to 
their  several  uses. 

In  the  twenty-ninth  chapter  David  makes  an  appeal  to  the 
congregation  thus  assembled  to  exercise  a  suitable  liberality 
towards  the  building  of  the  temple,  in  proportion  to  what 
he  had  himself  done  (1-5).  The  princes  follow  his  example, 
responding  to  the  appeal  most  liberally  (6-9).  Then  the 
king  thanks  God  for  the  readiness  with  which  the  people  pre- 
sented the  gifts  they  had  received  from  the  Almighty,  accom- 
panying his  words  with  expressions  of  a  sense  of  his  own 
unworthiness  (10-19).  The  solemnity  closes  with  a  united 
prostration  of  the  whole  assembly  and  a  succession  of  sacrifices 
and  festivities  ;  at  which  Solomon  is  again  recognised  king 
(20-25).  The  part  concludes  with  a  brief  notice  of  the  length 
of  David's  reign,  of  his  djdng  in  a  good  old  age,  fiill  of  days, 
riches,  and  honour ;  referring  the  reader  for  a  fuU  account  of 
his  acts  to  a  certain  book  or  books  in  which  they  were  recorded 
(26-30). 

The  second  part  or  book  of  Chronicles  begins  with  an  account 
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of  Solomon's  solemn  journey  to  Gibeon,  where  he  offers  a  thou- 
sand burnt-offerings  on  the  groat  altar,  and  God  appears  to  him 
the  night  after  in  a  dream,  offering  him  whatever  he  should  ask. 
He  requests  wisdom  and  knowledge  to  fit  him  for  governing 
so  great  a  people,  which  are  bestowed  together  with  unprece- 
dented riches  and  honour.  Ketuming  to  Jerusalem  from  before 
the  tabernacle  of  the  congregation,  he  reigned  over  Israel 
(2  Chron.  i.  1-13).  This  is  followed  by  an  account  of  his 
chariots,  horsemen,  and  riches  (14-17),  The  narrative  proceeds 
at  once  to  the  preparations  for  building  the  temple.  Solomon 
wrote  to  Hiram,  king  of  Tyre,  to  propose  the  purchase  of  timber 
of  various  kinds,  and  the  hire  of  a  man  skilful  in  the  metals,  as 
well  as  in  purple,  crimson,  and  blue.  Hiram  accepts  the  pro- 
posal. A  Tynan  is  sent  as  the  principal  artificer ;  and  it  is 
promised  that  the  timber  should  be  delivered  in  floats  at  Joppa 
(i.  18-ii.  18).  The  third  chapter  proceeds  to  describe  the  place 
and  time  of  building,  the  measure  and  ornaments  of  the  house, 
the  cherubim,  the  vail,  and  the  two  pillars.  The  fourth  chapter 
speaks  of  the  brazen  altar,  the  molten  sea  supported  by  twelve 
oxen,  the  ten  golden  candlesticks,  the  ten  tables,  and  the 
hundred  golden  basons  (1-8).  After  this  the  narrative  mentions 
the  court  of  the  priests  or  inner  court,  the  great  court,  the  doors 
of  the  court,  the  place  where  the  brazen  sea  stood,  a  list  of  the 
brazen  instrun^nts  made  by  Hiram,  and  the  golden  instruments 
which  Solomon  made  (9-22).  The  account  of  the  making  of 
the  sacred  vessels  closes  with  v.  1.  From  chaps,  v.  2  till  vii. 
10,  relates  to  the  dedication  of  the  femple.  The  ark  is  carried 
by  the  Levites  into  the  holy  of  holies  and  the  temple  is  filled 
with  the  glory  of  the  Lord  (2-14).  Solomon  addresses  the 
congregation  of  Israel  (vi.  1-11),  and  prays  to  God  (12-42). 
After  the  prayer,  fire  comes  down  from  heaven  and  consumes 
the  sacrifices.  The  priests  could  not  enter  because  of  the  glory 
of  the  Lord.  On  witnessing  this  phenomenon  the  congrega- 
tion bowed  themselves  to  the  ground  and  praised  Jehovah 
(vii.  1-3).  Then  the  king  and  all  the  people  offered  sacrifices, 
kept  the  feast  of  tabernacles  immediately  succeeding  the  dedica- 
tion of  the  temple,  for  seven  days,  held  a  solemn  assembly  on 
the  eighth  day  (i.^.,  the  twenty-second  day  of  the  seventh 
month)  and  dismissed  the  people  on  the  next  day  (vii.  4-10). 
God  now  appeared  to  Solomon,  and  gave  him  an  answer  to  the 

?rayer  uttered  at  the  dedication  of  the  temple  (vii.  11-22). 
'he  eighth  chapter  has  an  account  of  Solomon's  other  buildings. 
He  peopled  the  cities  given  him  by  Hiram  with  Israelites  ;  built 
a  nimiber  of  others ;  made  tributaries  of  the  remains  of  the 
Ganaanite  races  in  the  land  ;  and  removed  Pharaoh's  daughter 
into  the  palace  he  had  built  for  her  (1-11).     The  narrative  then 
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records  that  the  king  offered  sacrifices  on  the  altar  he  had  built; 
and  appointed  priests  and  Levites  to  their  proper  places.  An 
expedition  to  Ophir  is  appended  (12-18).  The  first  twelve  yerses 
of  the  ninth  chapter  describe  the  visit  of  the  queen  of  Sheba  to 
Solomon,  with  her  admiration  of  his  wisdom  and  princely  state. 
Uis  great  revenues,  commerce,  military  power,  magnificence, 
extent  of  empire  and  wealth  are  briefly  noticed  (ix.  1-28) ;  and 
his  biography  terminates  with  the  length  of  his  reign,  his  burial, 
and  succccssor  (ix.  22-31). 

The  tenth,  eleventh,  and  twelfth  chapters  relate  to  the  reign 
of  Rehoboam.  The  tenth  chapter  states  how  when  the  Israelites 
were  assembled  at  Shechem  to  crown  Rehoboam,  Jeroboam  and 
the  others  begged  some  relaxation  of  the  heavy  burdens  they 
bad  been  suffering  ;  how  he  refused  to  follow  the  elders'  advice 
and  gave  a  rough  answer  ;  on  which  ten  tribes  revolted  and 
caused  him  to  flee  to  Jerusalem  (x.  1-19).  In  the  eleventh 
chapter  we  read  that,  in  obedience  to  the  wiU  of  God  expressed 
through  Shemaiah  the  prophet,  Rehoboam  and  the  tribes  of 
Judah  and  Benjamin  desisted  from  their  intended  attack  upon 
the  northern  tribes  (1-4);  that  he  took  various  measures  for 
strengthening  his  kingdom  by  building  fenced  cities  and  forts ; 
and  that  Judah  acquired  power  in  consequence  of  the  priests 
and  Levites  driven  from  the  northern  kingdom  coming  to  the 
southern  one,  followed  by  the  true  worshippers  of  Jehovah  firom 
among  all  the  tribes  (5-17).  Some  accounts  of  the  royal  family 
close  the  chapter.  But  Rehoboam  was  infatuated  with  pros- 
perity, and  forsook  the  law  of  the  Lord.  Accordingly  he  was 
punished  by  the  invasion  of  a  hostile  force.  Shishak  king  of 
Egypt  came  up  against  Jerusalem  and  plundered  it,  which  is  re- 
presented as  a  mitigated  infliction  in  consequence  of  the  repent- 
ance of  the  king  and  nobles  on  the  representation  of  Shemaiah 
(xii.  1-12).  The  duration  of  Rehoboam's  reign  with  his  mother's 
name  are  given ;  and  judgment  is  pronounced  upon  his  character 
(13-16).  The  thirteenth  chapter  relates  to  Abijah,  who  made 
war  against  Jeroboam.  Standing  upon  moimt  Zemaraim,  he 
proclaimed  to  Jeroboam  and  his  people  that  they  had  rebelled 
against  the  proper  representative  of  David  and  had  worshipped 
golden  calves  as  gods  and  banished  the  priests  and  Levites  ;  but 
extolled  the  fidelity  of  his  own  adherents,  the  purity  of  their 
worship,  and  their  attachment  to  Jehovah.  Trusting  in  God 
though  surprised  by  an  ambuscade  they  shouted,  and  smote 
Jeroboam's  nost  (1-20).  The  chapter  concludes  with  the  men- 
tion of  Abijah's  wives,  children,  and  death  (21-23).  The  history 
of  Abijah  in  Kings  is  very  short. 

Asa,  a  pious  king,  removed  the  altars  of  the  strange  gods, 
and  endeavoured  to  root  out  idolatry  from  the  kingdom.    He 
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took  advantage  of  a  time  of  peace  to  erect  fortifications  and 
equip  an  army  of  580,000  men.  In  a  war  with  Zerah  the 
Ethiopian,  who  had  invaded  Judah  with  an  immense  host,  he 
obtained  a  decisive  victory,  and  got  much  spoil  (xiv.  1-15). 
Moved  by  the  prophet  of  A^ariah  the  son  of  Oded,  he  put 
away  the  idols  out  of  Judah  and  Benjamin  as  well  as  £rom  the 
cities  he  had  taken  from  Ephraim,  and  renewed  the  altar  of 
the  Lord  that  was  before  the  porch,  i.e,,  the  altar  of  burnt- 
offering.  In  a  solemn  assembly  in  the  third  month  of  the 
fifteenth  year  of  his  reign,  all  Judah  and  Benjamin,  with  the 
strangers  belonging  to  other  Israelite  tribes,  made  a  solemn 
covenant,  binding  themselves  to  be  loyal  to  Jehovah  (xv.  1-15). 
He  removed  his  mother  from  being  queen  for  her  idolatry,  and 
brought  into  the  house  of  Ood  the  things  his  father  had  dedi- 
cated (xv.  16-18).  When  Baasha  king  of  Israel  invaded  Judah, 
he  proposed  an  alliance  with  the  king  of  Syria  who  sent  his  cap- 
tains against  Israel  and  diverted  Baasha  from  building  Ramah 
(xvi.  1-6).  Being  reproved  for  his  reliance  on  Syria  instead  of 
Jehovah  by  Hanani  the  prophet,  he  put  the  latter  in  prison 
(7-10).  The  chapter  closes  with  mention  of  a  disease  he  had, 
during  which  he  trusted  in  physicians  rather  than  God,  and 
of  his  death  and  burial  (11-14). 

The  seventeenth  commences  with  an  accoimt  of  Jehoshaphat's 
carefulness  for  the  security  of  his  kingdom,  his  receiving  a  large 
revenue  in  presents,  his  removal  of  idolatrous  places,  and  his 
provision  for  the  religious  instruction  of  the  people  by  an 
itinerant  embassy  of  five  princes,  nine  Levites,  and  two  priests. 
He  escaped  all  wars  with  the  neighboimng  nations,  and  even 
received  from  some  of  them  submission  and  tribute.  The 
chapter  closes  with  a  list  of  the  principal  commanders  of  his 
reign  (xvii.  1-19).  It  is  then  related  that  he  visited  Ahab  king 
of  Israel  at  Samaria,  who  asked  him  to  go  up  with  him  against 
Kamoth-gilead.  They  joined  forces  and  attacked  the  place. 
Ahab  was  slain,  as  Micaiah  had  foretold  (xviii.  1-34). 

The  nineteenth  chapter  befi;ins  with  narrating  the  judgment 
pronoimced  by  Jehu  on  the  sJliance  of  Jehoshaphat  with  Ahab, 
which  had  proved  so  disastrous ;  in  consequence  of  which  he 
began  to  reform  the  administration  of  his  kingdom.  He  set 
juages  in  the  land  throughout  all  the  fenced  cities  of  Judah, 
gave  them  suitable  directions,  and  established  in  Jerusalem  a 
supreme  tribunal  of  the  Levites  and  priests  and  the  chief  of  the 
fauiers,  with  separate  presiding  officers  (xix.  1-11).  The  eastern 
peoples  had  already  invaded  the  country  before  the  king  had  heard 
of  it,  on  which  he  immediately  proclaimed  a  fast  throughout  all 
Judah.  Before  the  new  court  in  the  temple  he  offered  up  a 
solemn  prayer  for  guidance  and  help  (xx.  1-13).     It  is  then 
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said  that  the  Spirit  of  the  Lord  came  upon  Jahaziel,  a  Levite, 
who  told  them  where  the  enemy  was  encamped,  and  bade 
them  march  thither  on  the  morrow.  They  woidd  not  need  to 
fight,  but  to  stand  still  and  see  the  salvation  of  the  Lord.  On 
hearing  this,  the  king  and  all  the  people  worshipped  Jehovah ; 
the  Levites  praising  Him  with  a  loud  voice.  On  the  morrow, 
the  Moabites  and  Ammonites  fell  together  upon  the  inhabitants 
of  mount  Seir  to  destroy  them,  and  having  effected  their  pur- 
pose destroyed  one  another.  Accordingly  when  Judah  came  to 
a  mountainous  place  whence  they  could  look  over  the  wilderness 
of  Jeruel,  nothing  but  dead  bodies  was  to  be  seen,  for  none 
escaped.  The  Jews  were  three  days  in  gathering  the  vast  spoil 
on  the  battle  field ;  after  which,  having  kept  a  day  of  thanks- 

¥lving  at  Berachah,  they  returned  home  in  triumph  (xx.  14-30). 
he  account  of  the  close  of  Jehoshaphat's  history  (xx.  31-34 ; 
xxi.  1)  is  separated  by  a  statement  respecting  his  joining  Aha- 
ziah  king  of  Israel  to  make  ships  in  Ezion-gaber  for  sailing 
to  Tarshish  ;  an  expedition  that  proved  disastrous  (xx.  35-37J. 
Jehoram,  eldest  son  of  Jehoshaphat,  who  succeeded  his  father  in 
the  kingdom,  murdered  six  brothers  whom  their  father  had 
generously  provided  for,  together  with  several  of  the  principal 
men  in  the  kingdom,  and  acted  wickedly  in  other  respects. 
The  Edomites  and  people  of  Libnah  revolted.  In  consequence 
of  his  erecting  idolatrous  places  on  the  mountains  of  Judah  and 
leading  the  people  into  gross  sins,  the  prophet  Elijah  sent  him  a 
letter  of  reproof,  predictmg  for  him  a  fatal  malady.  Because  of 
his  wickedness,  therefore,  the  Philistines  and  Arabians  came 
upon  him,  took  all  that  was  in  his  palace,  carried  off  his  wives 
and  children,  leaving  him  but  one  son ;  after  which  he  was 
smitten  with  an  incurable  disease,  and  he  died  at  the  end 
of  two  years  (xxi.  2-20).  Jehoram  was  succeeded  by  his  son 
Ahaziah,  who  did  evil  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord  under  the 
influence  of  his  idolatrous  mother  and  her  family.  He  went  to 
war  with  the  Syrians  in  union  with  Jehoram  son  of  Ahab,  and 
being  wounded,  went  to  see  his  cousin  at  Jezreel.  When  Jehu 
was  executing  judgment  upon  the  house  of  Ahab,  it  is  said  that 
he  slew  the  princes  of  Judah  and  the  sons  of  the  brethren  of 
Ahaziah  ;  and  Ahaziah  himself  was  dragged  from  a  hiding- 
place  in  Samaria,  brought  into  the  presence  of  Jehu,  and  there 
put  to  death  (xxii.  1-9).  After  his  death  Athaliah,  his  mother, 
aiming  at  the  sovereignty  for  herself,  slew  all  the  seed  royal 
except  Joash,  whom  his  aunt  hid  in  the  temple  six  years  ; 
Athaliah  in  the  meantime  reigning  over  the  land  (xxii.  10-12). 
The  twenty-third  chapter  begins  with  relating  how  Jehoiada 
took  successful  measures  for  making  Joash  king  (1-11).  Atha- 
liah coming  into  the  temple  was  taken  out  and  slain  (12-15). 
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Jehoiada  engaged  both  king  and  people  to  be  true  to  Jehovah ; 
on  which  the  altars  and  images  of  Baal  were  destroyed^  and  the 
worship  of  God  restored  according  to  the  law.  Joash  was  then 
led  in  solemn  procession  from  the  temple  into  the  palace,  and 
the  city  was  quiet  (16-21).  Of  the  young  king  it  is  said  that 
he  reigned  well  as  long  as  Jehoiada  lived,  repaired  the  temple, 
made  vessels  for  it,  and  thus  put  to  rights  what  had  been  broken 
up  by  Athaliah's  sons  (xxiv.  1-14).  After  recording  Jehoiada's 
death,  we  are  told  that  the  weak  king  listened  to  his  courtiers, 
and  fell  into  idolatry.  The  people  would  not  hear  the  prophets 
sent  to  reclaim  them ;  and  when  Zechariah,  son  of  Jehoiada,  boldly 
reproved  them,  he  was  stoned  by  the  king's  commandment 
(15-22).  The  punishments  announced  by  Zechariah  were  not 
long  delayed,  for  the  Syrians  came  and  spoiled  Jerusalem. 
After  their  departure  Joash's  own  servants  conspired  against 
and  slew  him  (23-27). 

The  twenty-fifth  chapter  refers  to  the  reim  of  Amaziah,  who 
executed  justice  on  the  traitors  that  had  killed  his  father  Joash. 
He  mustered  an  army  of  300,000  choice  men,  and  also  hired 
100,000  out  of  Israel ;  but  when  a  prophet  remonstrated  with 
him  on  this  latter  arrangement,  he  sent  the  Israelitish  soldiers 
home,  thus  forfeiting  his  money.  At  this  they  were  greatly 
displeased,  and  vented  their  indignation  as  they  went  home  by 
falling  upon  all  the  cities  of  Judah  that  lay  in  their  way  and 
smiting  the  inhabitants.  After  Amaziah  had  overthrown  the 
Edomites,  he  introduced  their  gods  into  his  kingdom ;  and  when 
a  prophet  reproved  him  for  this,  he  answered  roughly,  on  which 
the  man  of  God  forbore,  declaring  that  God  had  determined  to 
destroy  the  king  for  his  idolatrv  (xxv.  1-16).  Having  provoked 
Joash  king  of  Israel  to  battle,  he  was  taken  captive  and  brought 
to  Jerusalem.  After  plundering  the  temple  and  palace,  Joash 
returned  with  the  spoil  to  Samaria.  When  a  conspiracy  was 
made  against  Amaziah  he  fled  to  Lachish,  but  was  slain  there, 
and  his  body  transported  to  Jerusalem  to  be  buried  with 
his  fathers  (xxv.  17-28).  The  next  king  of  Judah,  Uzziah,  did 
what  was  right  in  the  sight  of  Jehovah,  as  long  as  Zechariah 
lived;  who,  as  a  distinguished  prophet,  must  have  been  his 
counsellor  (xxvi.  1-5).  The  narrative  proceeds  to  relate  his 
successful  wars  against  the  Philistines,  Arabians,  and  Mehunims ; 
his  receiving  tribute  from  the  Ammonites;  his  buildings  and 
fortifications ;  his  digging  of  wells ;  his  interest  in  herds,  vine- 
yards,  and  husbandly  ;  his  great  military  force,  well  armed  and 
marshalled ;  his  engines  made  to  shoot  arrows  and  great  stones 
(6-15).  But  prosperity  made  him  proud,  and  he  invaded  the 
priest's  office  by  going  into  the  temple  and  btirning  incense. 
When  Azariah  and  eighty  priests  withstood  him,  the  king 
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became  angry ;  and  wliile  he  yet  had  a  censer  in  his  hand,  the 
leprosy  appeared  in  his  forehead.  The  disgusted  priests  seeing 
this  thrust  him  out,  though  he  hastened  of  himself  to  withdraw. 
He  continued  a  leper  and  lived  in  a  house  apart,  till  the  day  of 
his  death  (xxvi.  6-23). 

The  twenty-seventh  chapter  relates  to  the  reign  of  Jotham, 
Uzziah's  son,  which  was  a  prosperous  one,  because  he  did  what 
was  right  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord.  He  built  the  high  or  upper 
(northern)  gate  of  the  temple ;  fortified  the  wall  of  Ophel ; 
erected  castles  and  towers  on  the  heights  belonging  to  Judah ; 
and  carried  on  a  successful  war  against  the  Ammonites,  whom 
he  compelled  to  pay  tribute  for  three  years  (xxvii.  1-9). 

The  twenty-eighth  chapter  treats  of  Ahaz  son  of  Jothanu 
His  idolatrous  practices  are  described,  on  account  of  which  he 
was  imsuccessful  in  war  with  the  Syrians,  who  smote  him  and 
carried  away  great  nimibers  of  prisoners.  In  like  manner 
Pekah  king  of  Israel,  aided  by  the  personal  prowess  of  one  Zichri, 
slew  120,000  in  one  day,  and  carried  off  captive  200,000  women, 
sons,  and  daughters,  with  great  spoil  to  Samaria.  A  prophet 
named  Oded  met  the  Israelites  as  they  returned  home,  and  told 
them  that  they  should  liberate  the  captives  and  restore  the  spoiL 
This  advice  was  supported  by  certain  leading  Ephraimites,  in 
consequence  of  which  both  prisoners  and  spoil  were  left  by  the 
soldiers,  so  that  the  men  named  took  and  brought  them  back  as 
far  as  Jericho  (1-15).  Though  Ahaz  sent  for  aid  to  Assyria 
against  the  inroads  of  the  Edomites  and  Philistines,  he  was  not 
really  helped  by  it,  because  the  alliance  was  oppressive  and 
costly.  In  his  distress  he  did  not  turn  to  the  Lord,  but  intro- 
duced the  worship  of  the  Syrian  gods  to  his  ruin,  destroyed  the 
holy  vessels  of  the  temple  in  his  infatuation,  and  filled  the  city 
with  heathen  altars.  After  death  he  was  not  buried  in  the  place 
of  royal  sepulture  (16-27). 

The  twenty-ninth  chapter  records  the  accession  of  Hezekiah, 
who  began  his  reign  with  opening  and  repairing  the  doors  of 
the  temple,  and  exhorting  the  priests  and  Levites  to  sanctify 
themselves  and  cleanse  the  house  of  the  Lord.  Hence  they  set 
about  the  work  with  vigour;  removed  the  rubbish  that  had 
collected  within  the  sacred  building,  and  put  the  furniture  in 
order.  When  all  was  ready,  the  king  set  about  the  re-dedica- 
tion of  the  temple,  and  the  restoration  of  its  worship  in  an  im- 
posing form.  In  the  presence  of  the  rulers  of  the  city,  he 
offered  a  great  sacrifice  of  bullocks,  rams,  lambs,  and  he-goats, 
as  a  sin-offering  tor  Judah.  When  the  burnt-offering  begim, 
the  praises  of  Jehovah  commenced  with  the  trumpets  and  in- 
struments appointed  by  David.  At  the  end  of  this  offering,  the 
king  and  all  present  bowed  themselves  and  worshipped  (1-29) 
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It  is  then  said  that  into  the  newly-dedicated  temple  the  congre- 
gation, at  the  king's  conunand,  brought  numerous  thank-offerings 
and  burnt-offerings,  so  that  the  priests  were  too  few ;  and  their 
brethren  the  Levites,  who  were  more  zealous  than  the  priests, 
helped  them  till  the  work  was  finished  (80-36). 

The  next  thing  proposed  by  Hezekiah  was  the  celebration 
of  the  passover.  The  king  and  his  princes  sent  letters 
throughout  all  Israel  and  Judah,  inviting  the  people  to  come  to 
Jerusalem  to  attend  the  ceremony.  In  his  own  kingdom  of 
Judah,  the  proposal  was  joyfully  received ;  among  the  northern 
tribes,  it  was  for  the  most  part  treated  with  derision.  The 
assembly,  having  first  destroyed  the  idolatrous  altars  which 
had  been  erected  by  Ahaz,  proceeded  to  keep  the  feast.  But  so 
imperfect  was  the  celebration,  that  the  priests  and  Levites  were 
ashamed ;  for  they  were  killing  the  passover  on  the  fourteenth 
day  of  the  second  month  instead  of  the  first ;  many  in  the 
congregation  were  not  sanctified ;  and  many  of  the  tribes  of 
Ephraim,  Manasseh,  Issachar,  and  Zebulun  had  not  purified 
themselves.  Hezekiah  offered  a  prayer  for  forgiveness ;  and 
God  healed  the  people  of  the  sicKness  inflicted  on  them  for 
their  irregularity.  Seven  days  the  feast  was  kept  with  great 
gladness,  the  priests  and  Levites  daily  praising  Jehovah  with 
instruments  ;  and  they  resolved  to  keep  other  seven  days. 
After  Hezekiah  and  the  princes  gave  the  congregation  rich 
presents  of  bullocks  and  sheep  for  sacrificial  feasting,  they  de- 
termined to  remain  together  seven  days  longer  and  reioice 
(xxxi.  1-27).  In  consequence  of  this  solemnity,  the  zeal  of  the 
people  shewed  itself  in  destroying  the  high  places  and  images  of 
idolatry,  both  in  the  southern  and  northern  kingdoms  (xxxi.  1). 
The  king  reappointed  the  courses  of  the  priests  and  Levites,  and 
settled  what  proportions  of  the  contributions  for  the  public 
sacrifices  and  for  the  maintenance  of  the  priests  and  Levites 
were  to  be  fiunished  by  himself  and  by  the  people  of  Jerusalem, 
A  liberal  contribution  of  offerings  and  tithes  was  made  for  four 
months,  and  the  amassed  stores  were  laid  up  in  chambers  be- 
longing to  the  temple,  in  the  custody  of  suitable  overseers ; 
while  others  were  appointed  to  distribute  their  proper  portions 
to  the  priests  and  Levites  and  their  families  at  Jerusalem,  and 
in  the  Levitical  cities  (xxxi.  2-21). 

The  thirty-second  chapter  refers  to  Sennacherib's  invasion  of 
Judah.  Measures  were  taken  against  the  enemy  by  Hezekiah 
and  his  nobles,  in  cutting  off  the  supplies  of  water,  repairing 
the  walls  and  towers  of  the  city,  arming  and  encouraging  the 
garrison  (1-8).  While  Sennacherib  remained  at  Lachish  and 
all  his  army  with  him,  he  sent  a  blasphemous  message  and 
letters,  for  which  cause  Hezekiah  and  ii9aiah  cried  to  heaven. 
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The  Lord  sent  an  angel  who  cut  off  all  the  mighty  men  of  the 
^.ssyrians  and  saved  Jerusalem.  Sennacherib  on  his  return  was 
assassinated  by  his  own  sons  (9-23).  After  this  Hezekiah 
became  sick,  and  prayed  to  God,  who  gave  him  a  sign  of  re- 
covery. But  he  became  proud,  was  punished,  and  humbled 
himself.  The  chapter  concludes  with  a  brief  description  of 
his  wealth  and  honour,  his  buildings,  prosperity  and  death 
(24^33). 

The  thirty-third  chapter  commences  with  the  reign  of  Ma- 
nasseh,  Hezekiah's  son.  He  did  what  was  evil  in  the  sight  of 
the  Lord,  set  up  idolatry  in  the  kingdom,  and  would  not  hearken 
to  the  divine  admonitions  of  the  prophets  (1-10).  For  this 
he  was  punished  by  the  Assyrians,  who  carried  him  away  cap- 
tive to  Babylon,  where  however  he  repented,  and  was  restored 
to  his  throne  (11-13).  After  his  return  he  improved  the  forti- 
fications of  the  metropolis,  put  captains  of  war  in  all  the  fenced 
cities  of  Judah,  removed  from  the  temple  and  from  Jerusalem 
the  statues  and  altars  of  false  gods,  repaired  the  altar  of  Jehovah 
and  sacrificed  on  it  (14-17).  With  a  brief  recapitulation  of 
these  events  of  his  reign  and  his  death,  the  record  closes  (18-20). 
The  reign  of  his  son  Amon  is  very  summarily  described.  He 
lived  wickedly,  encouraged  idolatry,  and  was  slain  by  his  own 
servants.     His  son  Josiah  succeeded  him  (21-25). 

The  thirth-fourth  chapter  relates  to  the  reign  of  Josiah,  who 
began  early  to  seek  after  God,  and  to  signalise  his  pious  zeal  by 
rooting  out  idolatry  from  Judah  and  Jerusalem.  His  measures 
of  reform  were  even  carried  into  the  cities  of  Manasseh, 
Ephraim,  Simeon,  as  far  as  Naphtali  (1-7).  After  this  he  gave 
oiders  respecting  the  repair  of  the  temple ;  and  in  the  prelimi- 
nary steps  taken  to  carry  them  into  effect,  Hilkiah  discovered 
the  book  of  the  law  in  the  temple,  which  was  read  to  the  king 
by  Shaphan.  The  king  therefore  sent  a  message  to  Huldah 
the  prophetess,  who  foretold  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  but 
not  in  the  days  of  Josiah  himself  (8-28).  He  caused  the  book 
to  be  read  in  a  solemn  assembly,  at  which  the  covenant  of 
obedience  to  Jehovah  by  himself  and  his  people  was  renewed 
(29-32). 

The  thirty-fifth  chapter  describes  that  memorable  passover  in 
Jerusalem  which  was  kept  in  the  eighteenth  year  of  Josiah. 
The  king  and  his  princes,  with  nine  persons,*  three  of  them 
rulers  of  the  house  of  God,  and  six,  chiefs  of  the  Levites,  gave 
very  liberal  presents  to  the  people,  priests  and  Levites  (1-19). 
When  Necho  king  of  Egypt  afterwards  came  up  to  fight  at 
Carchemish  with  the  Modes  and  Babylonians,  in  company  with 
the  king  of  Assyria,  Josiah  went  out  against  him,  and  would  not 
be  dissuaded  by  an  embassy  from  such  alliance.      Though  he 
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took  ihe  field  in  disgoise  he  was  mortally  wounded  by  an  arrow  ; 
and  having  been  removed  out  of  his  war-chaiiot  into  another, 
was  conveyed  to  Jerusalem  where  he  died  greatly  lamented 
(20-27). 

The  short  reign  of  Jehoahaz,  son  of  Josiah,  is  briefly  de- 
scribed. The  king  of  Egypt' removed  him  from  the  throne,  put 
the  land  under  tribute,  and  made  Eliakim  his  brother  king  in 
his  stead,  chanfi:ing  his  name  to  Jehoialdm  (xxxvL  1-4).  Je- 
hoiakim  reiffned  badly ;  the  king  of  Babylon  came  up  against 
him,  bound  him  in  fetters,  and  carried  Imn  away.  Nebuchad- 
nezzar also  took  away  the  vessels  out  of  the  temple,  to  his 
temple  at  Babylon  (5-8).  He  was  succeeded  by  Jehoiachin  his 
son,  who  was  also  transported  to  Babylon  with  the  vessels  of  the 
temple ;  Nebuchadnezzar  making  Zedekiah  his  brother,  or  rather 
uncle,  king  over  Judah  and  Jerusalem  (9,  10).  He  aUo  acted 
wickedly,  disobeyed  Jeremiah  the  prophet,  and  rebelled  against 
Nebuchadnezzar.  The  chief  of  the  priests  and  the  people  also 
acted  idolatrously  and  polluted  the  house  of  God.  They  would 
not  listen  to  the  divine  admonitions  of  the  prophets,  but  pro- 
voked the  Most  High.  In  consequence  of  the  national  sins, 
Jerusalem  was  whollv  destroyed  by  the  Chaldeans  (11-21).  The 
book  closes  with  a  short  reference  to  the  proclamation  of  Cyrus 
(22,  23). 

III.  Sources. — ^The  following  documents  are  referred  to  by 
the  compiler  himself. 

1.  The  book  of  Samuel  the  seer,  and  the  book  of  Nathan  the 
prophet,  and  the  book  of  Gad  the  seer  (1  Chron.  xxix.  29),  for 
the  history  of  David. 

2.  The  book  of  Nathan  the  prophet,  the  prophecy  of  Ahijah 
the  Shilonite,  and  the  visions  oi  Iddo  the  seer  against  Jeroboam 
the  son  of  Nebat  (2  Chron.  ix.  29),  for  the  history  of  Solomon. 

3.  The  book  of  Shemaiah  the  prophet  and  of  Iddo  the  seer 
(2  Chron.  xii.  15),  for  the  history  of  Kehoboam. 

4.  The  book  of  Jehu  the  son  of  Hanani  transferred  into  the 
book  of  the  kings  of  Israel  (2  Chron.  xx.  34),  for  the  history  of 
Jehoshaphat. 

6.  The  story  (Midrash)  of  the  book  of  the  kings  (2  Chrop. 
zxiv.  27),  for  the  history  of  Joash. 

6.  A  work  of  Isaiah  the  prophet  respecting  Uzziah  (2  Chron. 
XX  vi.  22). 

7.  The  vision  of  Isaiah  the  prophet  (2  Chron.  xxxii.  82),  for 
the  history  of  Hezekiah. 

8.  The  book  of  the  kings  of  Israel  (2  Chron.  xxxiii.  18),  for 
the  history  of  Manasseh. 

9.  The  sayings  of  the  seers  (Hosai)  in  2  Chron.  xxxiii.  19,  for 
the  history  of  Manasseh. 
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10.  The  book  of  the  kings  of  Judah  and  Israel  (2  Chron. 
xvi.  11 ;  xxv.  26 ;  xxviii.  26),  for  the  histories  of  Asa,  Amaziah, 
and  Ahaz. 

11.  The  book  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah  (2  Chron. 
xxvii.  7 ;  xxxv.  27  ;  xxxvi.  8),  for  the  histories  of  Jotham^ 
Josiah,  and  Jehoiakim. 

12.  The  story  (Midrash)  of  the  prophet  Iddo  (2  Chron.  xiii. 
22),  for  the  hisix)i7  of  Abijah. 

In  relation  to  Nos.  4,  8,  10,  11  (the  book  of  the  kinfi;s  of 
Israel)  it  is  observable  that  all  relate  to  one  and  the  same  docu- 
ment. A  large  work  is  quoted  or  referred  to  under  these 
different  names.  It  consisted  of  two  leading  divisions,  the  one 
relating  to  the  kings  of  Judah,  the  other  td  tnose  of  Israel,  each 
of  which  is  quoted  singly  in  the  book  of  Sings,  either  as  the 
book  of  the  kings  of  Judah,  or  the  book  of  the  kings  of  Israel,  In 
the  Chronicles  both  are  appealed  to  as  a  whole.  As  to  No.  5, 
Eeil  thinks^  that  it  refers  to  the  same  book  of  the  kings  of  Judah 
and  Israel,  because  the  history  of  Joash  for  which  the  Chronicles 
refer  to  the  Midrash  cf  the  book  of  the  kings  (No.  5)  agrees  as 
much  with  2  Kin^  xi.  and  xii.  as  the  history  of  those  kin^ 
where  the  Chronicles  appeal  to  the  book  of  the  kings  of  Judah 
and  Israel,  and  the  books  of  Kings  to  the  chronicles  of  the 
kingdoms  of  Israel  and  Judah,  harmonises  in  the  two  canonical 
works.  This  is  plausible.  Bleek's  opinion  coincides  with  it. 
The  expression  ""^l^  ^"Iti  may  be  taken  as  equivalent  to  the 
simple  *1^,  as  it  is  on  the  supposition  of  the  assumed  identity 
of  No.  5  and  10,  11,  8,  4.  Thenius  and  Bertheau,  however, 
understand  BH^Q  to  mean  an  explanation  ;  in  which  case  the 
sense  of  No.  5  will  be,  an  explanatory  document,  which  the  com- 
piler of  Chronicles  occasionallv  employed.  The  word  Midrash 
is  however  obscure,  and  Ewald  takes  it  in  2  Chron.  xiii.  22,  the 
only  other  place  where  it  occurs  in  the  Old  Testament,  in  the 
sense  of  essay,  writing}    Why  it  should  be  here  prefixed  to  T^ 

on  the  assumption  that  both  are  tantamount  to  ^1]^  it  is  hard 

to  conceive,  unless  it  were  designedly  used  to  denote  something 
else,  especially  as  it  is  a  rare  word.  Others  have  conjectured 
that  the  book  of  Kings  in  the  title  refers  to  the  canonical  kings  ; 
and  that  the  production  so  called  proceeded  from  a  writer  after 
the  canouical  work  of  Kings  was  known  and  circulated,  who, 
feeling  its  imsatisfactory  nature  in  part,  collected  together 
Tarious  things  belonging  to  the  kingly  period  into  a  document 
which  he  called  Midrash  sepher  Melachim.  This  is  doubtfuL 
In  relation  to  1,  2,  8,  4  (the  book  of  Jehu  the  son  of  Hanani), 

1  iSiileitung,  p.  436,  socond  edition. 

*  GeschiGhte  des  Yolkes  Israel,  toL  i.  p.  295. 
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6,  7,  9,  12,  the  question  is  whether  they  were  distinct  docu- 
ments, or  sections  of  the  work  designated  as  the  book  of  the  kings 
of  Israel  and  Judah.  That  they  were  prophetic  productions  is 
obvious,  and  that  the  latter  was  historical  is  also  clear.  Hence 
their  distinctness  of  character  might  appear  to  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  were  independent  documents.  But  it  does 
not  necessarily  follow  that  they  were  separate.  It  is  expressly 
•said  of  Ko.  4,  that  it  had  been  taken  into  the  book  of  the  kings 
of  Israel ;  and  of  No.  7,  that  it  was  in  the  book  of  the  kings  of 
Judah  and  Israel.  Thus  two  at  least  of  the  prophetic  writing 
belonged  to  the  large  historical  work.  What  then  is  to  be  said 
of  the  remaining  ones  P  The  fact  of  their  not  being  noted  in 
the  way  of  these  two  seems  to  indicate  their  independent  nature. 
In  No.  9  we  take  the  word  ^TIH  not  as  the  plural  meaning  seers, 
which  was  perhaps  at  first  D^Thfl  the  seer»,  but  as  a  proper 

name.     If  the  word  BTl^niT/  in  No.  3  means  belonging  to  the 

genealogical  list,  and  so  refers  to  the  place  where  the  words  of 
Shemaiah  and  Iddo  were  to  be  found,  the  opinion  respecting 
the  prophetic  mono^apha  that  they  formed  a  part  of  the  large 
historical  work  would  be  corroborated.  But  it  is  very  difficult 
to  tell  what  it  signifies.  Our  translators  seem  to  have  come  as 
near  its  signification  as  any  critic  who  has  since  attempted  to 
explain  it.  Bertheau^  conjectures  that  in  the  history  of  Ileho- 
boam  contained  in  the  book  of  Kings  there  were  copious 
accounts  of  the  race  of  David ;  and  that  the  section  in  which 
particulars  respecting  Itehoboam  and  the  prophets  Shemaiah 
and  Iddo  stood,  began  with  a  genealogical  list.  This  is  more 
than  doubtful.  The  manner  in  which  the  document  is  referred 
to  appears  to  us  to  shew  that  it  was  not  incorporated  into  the 
large  historical  composition ;  for  in  2  Chron.  xxxiii.  18,  the 
book  of  the  kings  of  Israel  is  referred  to  for  the  history  of 
Manasseh ;  whereas  for  the  same  king^  the  sayings  of  Uie  seers 
(No,  9)  are  appealed  to  in  the  next  verse.  Surely  therefore 
Nos.  8  and  9  were  not  identical,  nor  was  the  latter  a  part  of  the 
fonner.  In  No,  6  the  citation  is  peculiar :  "  The  rest  of  the 
acts  of  Uzziah,  first  and  last,  did  Isaiah  the  prophet,  the  son  of 
Amoz,  write"  (2  Chron.  xxvi.  22).  One  is  inclined  to  believe 
that  the  monograph  of  Isaiah  was  single  and  independent, 
especially  as  it  is  not  found  either  in  Isaiah's  prophecies  in  the 
canon,  or  in  the  historical  appendix  Is.  xxxvi.-xxxix.  No.  12, 
viz.,  a  Midrash  of  the  prophet  Iddo,  seems  to  have  contained 
an  explanation  of  a  section  of  the  large  work  termed  the  prophet 
Iddo. 

On  the  whole  it  is  more  probable  that  the  prophetic  docu* 

^  Die  Biicher  der  Chzonik,  Einleitang,  p. 
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ments  alluded  to  in  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  6,  9,  existed  as  separate 
monographs,  than  that  they  were  incorporated  with  the  large 
historical  work,  the  books  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah,  which 
grew  to  its  full  dimensions — and  these  must  have  been  con- 
siderable— out  of  memoranda  committed  to  writing  in  different 
reigns,  memoranda  relating  to  public  affairs.  Records  of  con- 
temporaries or  of  persons  who  liyed  soon  after  the  occurrences 
described,  contributed  to  make  up  the  body  of  the  work.  The 
prophets  themselves  wrote  some  things.  Doubtless  also  the 
official  annals  of  the  kingdoms  of  Judah  and  Israel  were  used. 
Indeed  the  latter  formed  the  basis  or  groundwork  of  the  docu- 
ment. It  contained  a  history  of  Israel  from  David  to  Jehoia- 
kim  for  the  southern  kingdom  ;  and  that  of  the  northern  king- 
dom to  its  close. 

In  speaking  of  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  4,  6,  7,  9,  as  prophetic  documents, 
it  is  implied  that  they  were  written  by  prophets.  Thus  when 
reference  is  made  for  a  more  copious  account  of  David's  acts  to 
^  the  book  of  Samuel  the  seer,  and  the  book  of  Nathan  the 
prophet,  and  the  book  of  Gad  the  seer*'  (No.  1),  we  must  sup- 
pose that  these  prophets  wrote  separate  but  incomplete  accoimts 
of  David's  life.  In  like  manner,  when  for  the  whole  history  of 
Solomon  are  cited  the  book  of  Nathan  the  prophet,  the  prophecy 
of  Ahijah  the  ShUonite,  and  the  visions  of  iddo  the  seer  respect- 
ing Behoboam  (No.  2%  various  monographs  are  meant  which 
were  written  by  Nathan,  Ahijah,  and  Iddo.  In  the  same  way 
the  other  Nos.  should  be  understood.  But  Bertheau  denies  that 
the  productions  referred  to  were  written  by  prophets,  thinking 
them  certain  sections  in  the  large  historical  work  wluch,  while 
relating  to  the  times  of  individual  kings,  described  the  actions 
and  influence  of  the  prophets  in  question.  He  is  obliged  to  except 
No.  6.  He  mentions,  however,  as  corroborative  of  his  own 
hypothesis  one  fact^  viz.,  the  uniformity  of  the  discourses  attri- 
buted to  the  prophets  in  the  Chronicles  ;  shewing,  in  his 
opinion,  that  they  did  not  themselves  commit  to  writing  the 
principal  transactions  of  their  lives,  or  at  least,  if  they  did,  the 
accounts  have  not  their  original  form  in  the  Chronicles.  Judg- 
ing from  the  way  in  which  the  Chronicle-writer  employs  his 
sources  elsewhere,  it  is  improbable  that  he  elaborated  the  ad- 
dresses of  the  prophets  into  their  present  form.  They  must  have 
had  their  shape  m  the  documents  employed  by  him  ;  and  if 
such  be  the  case,  the  great  likeness  between  them  is  adverse  to 
the  view  of  their  proceeding  from  the  prophets  themselves 
(comp.  2  Chron.  xii.  5,  7,  etc. ;  xv.  2-7 ;  xx.  15-17 ;  xxiv.  20, 22 ; 
XXV.  15,  etc.  ;  xxviii.  9,  11 ;  xxxiv.  24-26).  Such  is  the 
reasoning  of  Bertheau,^  which,  however,  does  not  affect   our 

^  Die  Bucher  der  Chronik,  Einloit.  pp.  xxxix.  zl. 
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Tiew,  because  we  do  not  suppose  that  the  prophets  recorded 
their  oivn  discourses  in  the  monographs  referred  to.  They  wrote 
events  in  the  lives  of  kings,  rather  than  their  own  biographies. 
And  there  is  nothing  against  the  view^  that  the  form  of  the 
prophetic  discourses  was  sdtered  in  the  progress  of  time. 

We  suppose  that  the  compiler  of  Kings  and  the  author  of 
Chronicles  used  the  same  work,  each  takine  from  it  according  to 
his  own  plan.  This  is  confirmed  by  the  ration  between  nume- 
rous sections  in  the  Chronicles  and  Kings,  which  agree  almost 
verbatim.  Thenius  indeed  argues  from  me  difference  of  names, 
ihe  book  of  the  chronicles  D^Ojn  ^'I.S'l  (quoted  in  Kings)  and  the 
book  of  the  kings  of  Judah  and  Israel  (quoted  in  Chronicles) 
that  they  were  not  identical.  But  no  weight  attaches  to  the 
mere  appellation ;  and  it  is  observable,  that  the  compiler  of 
Kings  refers  to  the  book  of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Judah 
in  places  corresponding  to  those  in  Chronicles  where  allusion  is 
made  to  prophetical  sections  belonging  to  the  book  of  the  kings 
of  Judah  and  Israel.     We  arrange  the  sources  thus. 

A  common  source. 

The  hook  of  tlie  kings  of  Judah  and  Israel  (Chronicles) ;    or, 

the  book  of  the  chronicles  of  Judah  (Kings). 

The  book  of  Kings,  The  book  of  Chronicles. 

In  addition  to  the  sources  described,  the  compiler  must  have  had 
others.  Thus  the  lists  of  David's  heroes  (xi.  10-47),  of  those 
who  came  to  him  at  Ziklag  (xii.  1-22) ;  of  the  captains,  princes  of 
the  tribes,  and  officers  of  David's  household  (xxvii.),  the  number 
and  distribution  of  the  Levites,  and  the  minute  information  given 
respecting  divine  worship  (xxiii.-xxvi.)  must  have  been  derived 
from  written  sources  not  included  in  the  oft-quoted  book  of  the 
kings  cf  Israel  and  Judah.  From  the  words  of  1  Chron.  xxvii.  24, 
"  Joab  began  to  number  but  he  finished  not,  because  there  fell 
wrath  for  it  against  Israel ;  neither  was  the  number  put  in  the 
account  of  the  chronicles  of  king  David^*  it  would  appear  that 
the  lists  given  in  xxiii. -xxvii.  were  taken  from  these  chronicles  or 
fottrnals.  Nothing  is  known  farther  about  the  nature  of  this 
document ;  though  Dr.  Lee  finds  more  of  it  in  1  Chron.  xxiii. 
27,  "  bt/  the  last  words  of  David  the  Levites  were  numbered  from 
twenty  years  old  and  above,"  compared  with  xxiv.  6,  "  Shemaiah 
the  son  of  Nethaneel  the  scribe,  one  of  the  Levites,  wrote  them 
before  the  king  and  the  princes,^'  etc.^  But  that  critic  is  to- 
tally in  error  in  thinking  that  Shemaiah  was  the  author  of  the 
document  referred  to  aa  the  chronicles  of  David.    It  is  simply 

*  The  Iiupiration  of  Holy  Seripture,  etc.  Appendix  D.  p.  41 1,  ed.  New  York, 
1S67. 
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meant  that  Shemaiah  wrote  the  names  for  the  purpose  of 
the  lot. 

Some  documents  are  mentioned  by  the  compiler  which  he  did 
not  U9e  as  sources.  Thus  a  writing  of  Elijah  addressed  to 
Jehoram  is  spoken  of  in  2  Gbron.  xxi.  12 ;  and  a  collection  of 
lamentations  in  which  was  an  elegj  composed  by  Jeremiah  on 
Josiah's  death  (2  Ghron..  xxxy.  25). 

In  1  Chron.  i.-ix.  we  have  only  a  few  references  to  the  origin 
of  the  genealogical  lists.  Thus  ix.  1  it  is  said  that  the  genealo- 
gies of  the  northern  tribes  were  written  in  the  book  of  the  kings 
of  Israel  and  Judah^  of  which  we  have  spoken  already.      In 

1  Chron.  xxvii.  24  and  Nehem.  xii.  23  it  is  mentioned  that  the 
numbers  and  musters  were  put  in  the  chronicles  of  king  David. 
In  Nehem.  vii.  5  it  is  stated  that  Nehemiah  found  a  register  of 
the  genealogy  of  those  families  that  returned  from  exile  with 
Zerubbabel.  To  this  register,  or  the  collection  of  registers 
among  which  it  was  found,  it  is  likely  that  the  Chronicle-writer 
refers  in  1  Chron.  iv.  33  ;  v.  1,  7, 17  ;  vii.  2,  7,  9,  40.  Through- 
out most  of  this  first  part,  the  compiler  relied  on  registers  or 
lists,  which  he  carefully  followed.  But  his  information  respect- 
ing them  is  not  definite.  And  it  may  be  doubted  whether  they 
were  complete  and  perfect  in  their  details. 

IV.  The  books  of  Samufx  and  Kings  among  the  Chro- 
nicler's SOURCES. — Were  our  present  books  of  Samuel  and 
Kings  among  the  sources  whence  the  Chronicle- writer  drew  ? 

This  question  is  answered  by  De  Wette  and  Movers  in  the 
affirmative,  by  others  in  the  negative.  The  former  critic  ad- 
duces three  arguments  in  favour  of  the  hypothesis  that  the 
parallel  accounts  were  derived  from  the  earlier  books.^ 

1.  The  natural  connexion  in  which  the  earlier  accounts  stand 
with  those  omitted  in  Chronicles  (comp.  1  Sam.  xxxi.  with 
xviii.-xxx. ;  2  Sam.  v.  1  with  ii.  1 ;  2  Sam.  v.  13  with  iii.  2-5 ; 

2  Sam.  vi.  16  with  20-22 ;  2  Sam.  xi.  1,  xii.  30,  etc.,  with  the 
intervening  portion.  1  Kings  x.  26-29  (=  2  Chron.  ix.  26) 
with  1  Kings  iv.  1,  etc. ;  v  2,  etc. ;  1  Kings  ix.  10  (=  2  Chron. 
viii.  1)  with  vii.  1-12;  1  Kings  xii.  15  (=  2  Chron.  x.  15) 
with  1  Kings  xi.  29,  etc.). 

This  argument  does  not  appear  to  us  a  valid  one.  It  is  true 
that  a  natural  connexion  between  the  diflTerent  parts  of  the  nar- 
ratives contained  in  the  earlier  books  is  oftener  presented  than 
in  the  Chronicles ;  but  that  fact  does  not  shew  the  frequent 
want  of  a  natural  connexion  in  the  latter  to  have  originated  in 
its  extraction  of  materials  from  Samuel  and  Kings.  The  more 
fragmentary  character  of  the  Chronicle- writing  has  arisen  from 

>  Einleitimg,  p.  278  et  seqq. 
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tbe  inferior  historical  skill  of  the  author.  Supposing  that  both 
had  other  written  sources,  identical  either  wholly  or  in  part,  as 
we  know  they  had,  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  Chronicle- writer 
made  excerpts  from  them,  leas  connected  than  his  predecessors^ 
either  because  he  was  careless  about  giving  well-connected  des- 
criptions, or  because  he  wanted  the  capacity  to  do  so.  We  are 
not  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  the  Chronist  occasionally  refers  to 
things  which  are  not  in  his  own  work,  but  in  the  books  of 
Kings ;  as  in  2  Chron.  x.  15,  where  he  speaks  of  the  prophecy 
of  ^ijah  the  Shilonite  (in  1  Sings  xi.  30,  etc.)  and  in  2  Chronv 
viii.  1  (comp.  1  Kings  ix.  1),  where  he  refers  to  1  Kings  vii.  1, 
etc. ;  but  these  phenomena  do  not  prove  the  dependence  of  the 
Chronicles  on  the  books  of  Eings,  because  such  references  to 
occurrences  that  are  not  described  either  in  the  Chronicles  or 
Kings  appear  elsewhere,  as  in  2  Chron.  xxxv.  3,  where  the 
existence  of  the  ark  of  the  covenant  in  the  time  of  Josiah  is 
presupposed. 

2.  Another  argument  is  the  originality  of  the  accounts  con- 
tained in  Samuel  and  Kings  compared  with  those  of  the  Chro- 
nicles. This  is  a  questionable  assertion  as  stated  broadly  and 
without  limitation.  In  many  cases  the  materials  presented  in 
Kings  and  Samuel  are  in  a  state  nearer  the  original  than  the 
same  in  Chronicles.  In  some  the  reverse  is  the  fact.  Both 
are  extracts  from  more  copious  annals ;  and  the  higher  age  of 
the  books  of  Samuel  and  Siogs  so  far  favours  their  higher  claim 
to  originality.  But  the  difference  observable  in  this  respect 
may  be  owing  chiefly  to  the  persons  who  compiled  the  respective 
histories,  and  the  different  objects  they  had  in  view. 

An  example  of  the  greater  originality  of  Chronicles  in  some 

E laces  is  the  account  of  Solomon's  address  to  the  people  before 
is  prayer  at  the  dedication  of  the  temple  (2  Chron.  vi.  3-11) 
compared  with  1  Kings  viii.  14-21.  Examples  of  the  reverse 
are  however  commoner;  as  in  2  Chron.  viii.  1,  2,  compared 
with  1  Kings  ix.  10-14,  where  in  consequence  of  the  influence 
of  later  views  respecting  Solomon's  greatness,  instead  of  Hiram's 
sending  not  only  materials  for  buil<£ng  the  temple  but  also  gold 
aud  receiving  from  Solomon  twenty  villages  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Tyre  or  the  surrounding  province,  we  read  merely  of 
cities  restored  by  Solomon  to  Hiram. 

3.  The  certainty  that  the  Chronist  must  have  known  the 
earlier  books.  This  is  a  sound  armment,  which  Havemick  has 
not  answered,  as  we  shall  presently  sea  Denying  the  validity 
of  all  these  considerations,  Havernick^  and  K!eil^  adduce  some 
positive  grounds  against  the  hypothesis,  that  the  books    of 

1  Smleitnng  II.  i.,  p.  206.  >  Eiiileitang,  p.  430. 
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Kings  and  Samuel  were  used  as  sources  by  the  Chronicle- 
writer, 

1.  The  circumstance  that  both  narratives  agree  with  one 
another,  and  have  parallel  sections  only  when  both  cite  their 
sources. 

But  no  more  than  fifteen  verses  appear  after  the  last  citation 
of  sources  in  the  Chronicles,  in  which  the  destruction  of  the 
Jewish  state  is  described  in  very  brief  terms,  because  the  writer 
was  unwilling  to  dwell  upon  melancholy  pictures.  It  is  not  at 
all  improbable  that  he  may  have  employed  the  Kings  up  to  this 
time  and  not  after,  because  he  could  not  otherwise  have  attained 
to  the  extreme  brevity  he  wished. 

2.  The  different  arrangement  of  materials  in  both  works. 

No  weight  attaches  to  this  argument.  All  the  difference  of 
arrangement  that  exists  is  not  great,  and  is  sufficiently  explained 
by  the  use  of  other  sources  in  addition,  and  the  independence  of 
the  writer. 

3.  The  many  historical  additions  which  the  Chronicles  have 
in  the  parallel  sections.    These  also  are  accounted  for  as  the  last. 

4.  The  apparent  contradictions  in  the  parallel  relations. 
These  are  explained  by  the  use  of  other  sources  besides,  on 

which  the  writer  may  have  sometimes  relied  more  than  on  the 
accounts  in  Kings.  The  compilers  of  the  historical  books  were 
not  solicitous  about  producing  a  well-connected,  consistent  ac- 
count of  things,  which  should  be  in  perfect  harmony  with  other 
works. 

Thus  the  considerations  produced  by  Keil  are  singularly 
wanting  in  validity.  Although  we  cannot  subscribe  to  all  the 
arguments  of  De  Wette  in  favour  of  the  use  of  Kings  by 
the  Chronicle- writer,  we  must  believe  his  view  to  be  correct.  If 
the  books  of  Kings  existed  for  a  considerable  time  before  our 
author  wrote,  he  must  have  known  them.  It  is  admitted  that 
he  knew  and  used  Qenesis  in  xh.  i.-ii.  2.  It  is  also  allowed 
that  other  0.  T.  historical  books  were  in  existence.  He  collated 
earlier  historical  works  not  canonical^  as  is  also  conceded,  because 
he  repeatedly  refers  to  them.  If  then  he  knew  the  canonical 
books,  as  we  presume  he  did,  why  should  it  be  thought  that  he 
abstained  from  using  them  P  They  would  have  facilitated  his 
labour.  The  critics  who  suppose  him  to  have  ignored  the 
canonical  histories  and  to  have  relied  solely  on  others^  appear  to 
us  to  disparage  the  former.  All  the  probabilities  favour  the 
opinion  that  he  had  before  him  the  older  historical  books  now 
in  the  canon.  It  is  true  he  does  not  cite  them ;  but  that  is  not 
weighty  against  their  use,  because  he  refers  to  his  sources  not  as 
vouchers  for  the  credibility  of  his  narratives,  but  as  containing 
more  copious  information  than  he  supplies.     If  he  took  from 
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the  books  of  Kings  what  seemed  to  his  purpose,  he  would 
scarcely  refer  to  them  for  fuller  information,  because  they  too 
were  extracted  from  sources  which  he  possessed,  and  were  little 
more  than  an  abridgment,  like  his  own  work.  But  the  most 
convincing  proof  that  he  both  knew  and  used  the  books  of 
Samuel  and  ^ngs  is  furnished  by  parallels  that  are  frequently 
verbal.  Thus  in  2  Chron.  i.  14-17  there  is  a  paragraph  almost 
verbally  coinciding  with  1  Kings  x.  26-29.  1  Chron.  xvii.  and 
xviii.  are  in  many  places  verbally  parallel  with  2  Sam.  vii.  and 
viii.  Oomp.  also  1  Chron.  xix.  1-xx.  1  with  2  Sam.  x.-xi.  I ; 
2  Chon.  X.  1-xi.  4  with  1  Kings  xii.  1-24  ;  2  Chron.  xv.  16-18 
with  1  Kings  xv.  13-15 ;  xxv.  1-4,  17-28  with  2  Kings  xiv. 
1-6,  8-20 ;  xxxiii.  1-9  with  2  Kings  xxi.  1-9  ;  xxxiii.  21-25 
with  2  Kings  xxi.  19-26.  The  deviations  are  often  the  best 
index  of  the  author's  use  of  the  earlier  books,  because  they  are 
of  a  nature  to  shew  design.  Thus  in  1  Kings  xii,  7,  where 
we  read  that  the  old  men  advised  Rehoboam  in  these  words,  ''  if 
thou  toilt  be  a  servant  unto  this  people  this  day,  and  wilt  serve 
them  and  answer  them,  and  speak  good  words  to  them,"  etc., 
the  Chronist  represents  them  as  saying  "  if  thou  be  kind  to  this 
people,  and  please  them,  and  speak  good  words  to  them,*'  etc., 
altering  the  terms  expressive  oi  the  king  being  a  servant  to  his 
people,  because  they  seemed  unsuitable  to  royal  dignity  (2  Chron. 
X.  7).  It  will  be  shewn  hereafter,  that  the  Chronicle-writer  has 
often  changed  expressions  and  phrases  in  order  to  make  the 
sense  clearer.     And  in  one  instance  at  least,  he  has  resolved 

Tarshish'ShipSy  rt*)^$  B^^tSHO  0-  Kings  xxii.  49)  into  ships  to  go 

to  Tarshish  ^\try\  flpV?  H?^  (2  Chron.  xx.  36),  incorrectly. 

We  can  also  shew  where  an  extract  or  abridgment  is  given ;  as 
in  2  Chron.  xxxiv.  7  taken  from  2  Kings  xxiii.  4-20,  the  ter- 
mination in  both  being  identical.  He  also  felt  the  difficulty 
involved  in  the  statement  of  2  Sam.  xxiv.  9  viz.,  "the  men  of 
Judah  were  five  hundred  thousand  men"  (which  the  writer 
believed  to  include  Levi  and  Benjamin,  though  erroneously, 
because  in  the  time  of  David  Judah,  as  distinguished  from 
Israel,  could  only  mean  the  tribe  itself)  and  endeavoured  to 
avoid  it  by  the  statement,  "  Levi  and  Benjamin  counted  he  not 
among  them :  for  the  king's  word  was  abominable  to  Joab ; " 
not  perceiving  that  the  remark  was  inappropriate,  betraying 
nothing  but  his  own  remoteness  from  the  time  of  David. 

V.  Examination  op  1  Chron.  i.-ix. — The  first  part,  1  Chron. 
i-ix.,  contains  genealogical  and  statistical  registers,  some  of 
them  occurring  in  other  historical  books  of  the  Old  Testament ; 
some  containing  single  names  appearing  in  canonical  books  else- 
where, along  with  a  number  of  new  ones ;  others  entirely  pecu- 
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liar  to  the  Chronicles.  Thus  the  genealogies  in  ch.  i.-ii.  2, 
relating  to  the  ante-mosaic  period  are  all  contained  in  the  book 
of  Genesis,  though  they  are  here  compressed,  as  the  following 
table  will  shew  : — 

(a)     1  Chron.  i.  1-4,  fi*om  Gen.  v. 

„  i.  5-23,  from  Gen.  x.  2-4,  6-8,  13-18,  22-29. 

„  i.  24-27,  from  Gen.  xi.  10-26. 

„  i.  29-33,  from.  Gen.  ixv.  12-16,  1-4. 

„  i.  35-54,  from  Gen.  xixvi.  10-43. 

„  ii.  1,  2,  from  Gen.  xxxyi.  23-26,  and  xlri.  8,  etc. 

It  is  apparent  that  although  these  registers  of  descent  are 
found  in  Genesis  substantially,  they  are  not  there  verbally)  but 
have  been  taken  by  the  Chronicle-writer  and  abbreviated  as 
much  as  possible.  The  abridgment  consists  in  the  omission  of 
connecting  words  between  the  links  of  the  register,  such  as 
]3  or  *J5  *^^  or  ^^^9  ^^d  ^^  want  of  such  members  between 
the  proper  names  as  serve  to  shew  the  right  relation  between 
the  latter  (comp.  i.  24-27).  Few  historical  notices  also  are 
retained,  such  as  are  attached  to  individuals  in  Genesis,  ex.  gr. 
the  remarks  respecting  Enoch  (v.  24),  Nimrod  (x.  9-12),  etc. 

Again,  a  number  of  names  and  families  met  with  in  earlier 
historical  books  occur  in  Chronicles  in  a  diflFerent  genealogical 
connection,  or  at  the  head  of  longer  lists  peculiar  to  our  books. 

{b)  1  Cliron.  ii.  3,  etc. — The  sons  of  Jndah — Gen.  xxxviii 

„  ii.  5 — The  sons  of  Pharez — Gen.  ilvi.  12. 

„  ii.  10-12— The  ancestors  of  Darid— Ruth  ir.  19-22. 

„  ii.  13-17— David's  hrethren — 1  Sam.  xvi.  6,  etc. 

„  iii.   1-9 — The.  sons   of   David,  both  those  bom  in  Hebron  and  in 

Jerusalem — 2  Sam.  iii.  2-6 ;  v.  14-16. 

„  iii  10,  16 — Kings  of  the  race  of  David — The  books  of  Kings. 

„  iv.    24--The  sons  of  Simeon — Gen.  xlvi.  10 ;  Ex.  vi.  16 ;  Num. 

xxvi.  12,  13. 

„  iv.  28-32 — The  dwelling  places  of  the  Simeonites — Josh.  xix.  2-7. 

„  V.  3 — The  sons  of  Reuben — Gen.  xlvi.  9  ;  Ex.  vi.  14 ;  Num.  xxvi.  6. 

„  V.  27-29— The  sons  of  Levi— Gen.  xlvi.  1 1 ;  Ex.  vi.  1 8,  23 ;  xx viii.  1 . 

„  vi.  2-4 — The  sons  of  Levi — Ex.  vi.  17-19. 

„  vi.  39-66 — The  dwelling  places  of  the  Levites — Josh.  xxi.  10-39. 

„  vii.  1 — The  sons  of  Issachar — Gen.  xlvi,  13;  Num.  xxvi.  23,  etc. 

„  vii.  6— The  sons  of  Benjamin — Gen  xlvi.  21 ;  Num.  xxvi.  38,  etc. 

„  vii.  13 — The  sons  of  Naphtali — Gen.  xlvi.  24 ;  Num.  xxvi.  48,  etc. 

„  vii.  14-19 — The  sons  of  Manasseh — Num.  xxvi.  29,  etc. 

„  viL  20,  etc. — The  sons  of  Ephraim — Num.  xxvi.  34-38. 

„  vii.  30,  etc. — The  sons  of  Asher — G«n.  xlvi.  17 ;  Num.  xxvi.  44,  etc. 

„  viii.  1-5 — The  sons  of  Benjamin — Gen.  xlvi.  21 ;  Num.  xxvi.  38,  etc. 

"        I^'-^^'aa  ]  The  descendants  of  Saul— 1  Sam.  ii.  1 ;  xiv.  49-51. 
„         IX.  35-44  )  ' 

There  are  many  difficulties  in  this  genealogical  part,  which 
cannot  be  resolved  from  want  of  data  to  guide  us.  The  most 
obvious  are  these :  ii.  6,  **  The  sons  of  Zerah  ;  Zimri,  and  Ethan, 
and  Heman,  and  Calcol,  and  Dara :  five  of  them  in  all."  But 
in  1  Kings  v.  11,  we  find,  ''Ethan  the  Ezrahite,  and  Heman, 
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and  Chalcol,  and  Darda,  the  sons  of  Mahol."  Here  Dara  and 
Darda  may  be  regarded  as  the  same  name ;  a  letter  being  lefl 
out  of  the  one  which  appears  in  the  other.  In  the  one  place 
these  persons  are  called  the  sons  of  Zerah ;  in  the  other,  of 
MahoL  It  is  wholly  improbable  that  difiPerent  persons  are 
intended  in  Chronicles  and  £ings.  The  similarity  is  too  great 
for  this  assumption.  The  names  of  Ethan  and  Heman  appear 
elsewhere  as  lamous  singers  in  the  time  of  David.  They  be- 
longed to  the  tribe  of  Levi ;  whereas  the  Ethan  and  Heman  here 
mentioned  belonged  to  that  of  Judah.  In  1  Kings  y.  11,  the 
title  EzraJMe  applied  to  Ethan  may  mean  that  he  was  son  of 
Zerah.  The  difficidty  which  we  cannot  remove  is,  that  in  the 
one  passage  Mahol  is  the  father,  in  the  other  Zerah. 

In  ii.  49,  we  read  that  the  daughter  of  Caleb  was  Achsa,  and 
in  verse  60  that  Caleb  was  the  son  of  Hur.  In  verse  9  Chelubai 
appears  as  the  son  of  Hezron,  while  in  verse  18  he  is  called 
Caleb  the  son  of  Hezron.  It  is  tolerably  clear  that  Cakb  and 
Chelubai  are  merely  different  forms  of  the  same  name  belonging 
to  the  same  person.  Were  there  two  Calebs ;  one  the  son  of 
Jephimneh,  who  belonged  to  Joshua's  time;  the  other  son  of 
Hezron  here  described  ?  For  the  reasons  advanced  by  Bertheau, 
we  think  not.  Yet  we  take  the  term  son  in  its  proper  sense, 
not  in  the  loose  way  he  understands  it.  Different  persons  are 
assigned  as  the  father  here  and  in  Joshua. 

In  iii.  15,  among  the  four  sons  of  Josiah  Shallum  is  men- 
tioned as  the  fourthy  who  is  the  same  person  as  Jehoahaz,  the 
successor  of  his  father  on  the  throne  of  Judah.  It  is  evident 
that  the  order  in  this  place  is  not  that  of  age^  and  therefore 
there  is  no  mistake  as  some  have  supposed* 

In  iii.  19,  Zerubbabel  is  given  as  the  son  of  Pedaiah.  But  in 
Ezra  iii.  2,  8 ;  v.  2 ;  Hag.  i.  1,  14 ;  ii.  2 ;  Neh.  xii.  1,  he  is 
called  the  son  of  Shealtiel  or  Salathiel.  Here  Movers^  and  Ha- 
vemick^  resort  to  the  assumption  that  Shealtiel  dying  childless, 
his  brother  Pedaiah  married  his  widow  and  be^t  Zerubbabel, 
who  was  in  this  case  the  legal  son  of  Shealtiel.  But  it  is  by  no 
means  certain  that  Pedaiah  was  brother  of  SalathieL  The  lan> 
guage  of  1  Chron.  iii.  17-19  may  with  equal,  or  even  greater, 
probability  imply  that  Salathiel  was  son  of  Jeconiah ;  in  which 
case  he  was  the  brother  not  the  wn  of  Assir,  and  uncle  of  Sala- 
thiel. In  any  case  the  remedy  proposed  for  saving  the  credi- 
bility of  the  Chronist  is  artificial.  The  same  may  l^  said  of  the 
assumption  that  by  the  son  of  Pedaiah  is  meant  an  older 
Zerubbabel,  the  parenthetic  words  "  Salathiel  his  son"  (ver.  17) 
referring  to  the  well  known  Zerubbabel,  in  which  case  the 

1  Kritische  TTntenuclmngen,  p.  229.  *  Einleitimg,  II.  i.  p.  185. 
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Chronicle- writer  as  the  compiler  of  Ezra's  book  is  not  incon- 
sistent with  himself;  and  among  the  eight  children  of  Zerub* 
babel  mentioned  in  verses  19,  20,  neither  Abiud  (Matt.  i.  13), 
nor  Bhesa  (Luke  iii.  27)  nor  Joakim  (Esdras  y.  5)  is  given 
as  son  of  Zerubbabel,  because  the  three  belonged  to  the 
younger  person  of  that  name.  But  it  is  vain  to  look  for  perfect 
consistency  in  the  Chronicle-writer ;  and  the  omission  of  these . 
three  sons  (if  they  were  such)  of  Zerubbabel  can  be  satisfactorily 
accounted  for.  Identifying,  therefore,  the  Zerubbabel  of  Chron- 
icles with  him  spoken  of  in  Haggai,  Ezra,  and  Nehemiah,  we 
give  the  preference  to  the  latter  authorities,  which  make  him 
son  of  Shealtiel.  In  vi.  7  the  name  Amminadab  as  one  of  the 
sons  of  Kohath  is  singular ;  for  in  Ex.  vi.  21,  and  afterwards  in 
verse  21  of  this  sixth  chapter  we  find  Izhar  instead.  It  is 
hazardous  to  assume  that  the  two  names  refer  to  one  and  the 
same  person.     Bertheau  allows  that  there  is  a  mistake  here. 

In  1  Chron.  vi.  61  it  is  stated  that  ten  cities  were  given  by 
Lot  to  the  sons  of  Kohath  out  of  the  half  tribe  of  Manasseh. 
This  contradicts  Josh.  xxi.  20-26  where  we  see  that  some  of  the 
ten  cities  were  in  the  territories  of  Ephraim  and  Dan.  It  is 
said  indeed  in  the  sixty-sixth  and  following  verses  that  the  sons 
of  Kohath  had  cities  out  of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim,  but  here  the 
entire  number  is  8  instead  of  10.  Besides,  Gezer  and  Shechem 
were  not  cities  of  refuge,  as  stated. 

Timna  in  i.  36  is  represented  as  a  son  of  Eliphaz ;  but  in  Gen. 
xxxvi.  12  as  his  concubine.  Bertheau  explains  the  existence  of 
Timna  in  the  verse  by  the  circumstance  that  the  Chronicle^ 
writer,  wishing  to  throw  light  upon  the  accounts  in  Genesis  re- 
garding Timna  Eliphaz's  concubine  and  the  mother  of  Amalek, 
and  to  explain  the  connexion  between  the  two  races  of  Timna 
and  Amalek  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  five  other  races  of 
Amalek  on  the  other,  counted  her  in  a  line  with  these  races 
among  the  sons  of  Eliphaz.  This  explanation  is  far-fetched  and 
unnatural. 

In  1  Chron.  ix.  35-44  we  have  a  duplicate  of  viii.  29,  40  with 
a  few  deviations,  viz.,  Jehiel,  Ner,  and  Mikloth  are  wanting  in 
viii.  29,  31 ;  Shimeam  is  Shimeah  (viii.  32),  and  Ahaz  in  viii. 
35  is  omitted  in  ix.  41.  For  Jehoadah  and  Eaj^a  in  viii.  36, 
37  we  have  Javah  and  Eephaiah  in  ix.  42,  43.  At  ix.  44  the 
two  verses  viii.  39,  40  are  omitted. 

(c)  Lists  which  are  peculiar  to  Chronicles  are  found  among 
the  chapters  referred  to  in  (6),  as  iL  18-53;  iii.  1&-24  ,.  iv.  2-23, 
34-43 ;  V.  1-26,  33  36  ;  vi.  1-34.  It  wiU  be  seen  that  these  are 
more  numerous  than  such  as  are  commonly  admitted  to  have 
been  taken  from  the  older  biblical  books.  Because  they  are  not 
found  elsewhere  it  is  unnecessary  to  view  them  with  suspicion^ 


1   CHBON.   I.-DC.  77 

or  to  consider  them  the  arbitrary  addition  and  fabrication  of  the 
writer  himself,  as  Gramberg  does. 

Whence  were  the  names  in  (a)  taken  P  There  is  little  doubt 
that  Genesis  was  the  source.  But  the  form  here  is  different, 
and  therefore  it  may  be  asked,  Did  the  compiler  of  Chronicles 
derive  the  accounts  immediately  from  Genesis,  or  did  he  take 
them  from  some  other  historical  work  in  which  they  had  already 
got  their  present  form  P  We  believe  that  he  borrowed  them  at 
once  from  Genesis,  abridging  and  contracting  them  according  to 
the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Whence  were  the  genealogies  in  (6)  and  {c)  taken  P  In  con- 
sequence of  their  characteristic  nature,  they  must  have  been 
borrowed  from  other  sources  than  the  historical  books  of  the  Old 
Testament.  The  Pentateuch,  Joshua,  Samuel  and  Kings  could 
not  have  furnished  them  ;  for  they  have  a  better  connexion  and 
are  more  complete  than  the  fragmentary  genealogies  in  those 
books  with  which  they  coincide.  The  mfferences  are  too  gi^^eat 
to  admit  of  their  derivation  from  the  canonical  writings.  They 
must  therefore  have  been  compiled  from  old  genealogical  and 
topographical  lists  existing  amon^  the  author's  contemporaries. 
This  is  plainly  intimated  by  himself  in  various  places. 

On  comparing  the  different  notices  with  one  another,  it  will 
be  found  that  the  names  vary  very  much.  Various  causes  con- 
tributed to  this  result,  one  consisting  in  the  mistakes  of  tran- 
scribers. Tradition  had  also  varied  in  progress  of  time,  and  the 
genealogies  varied  accordingly. 

Ghreat  difficulty  arises  as  to  the  original  relation  between 
1  Ghron.  ix.  1-34  with  Neh.  xi.  3-36.  Three  points  require 
to  be  investigated,  viz.,  whether  the  one  genealogy  was  derived 
from  the  other ;  whether  they  were  taken  independently  from 
a  common  source;  and  to  what  time  they  refer.  We  begin 
with  the  last,  because  that  determines  the  other  two^  or  rather 
obviates  their  discussion. 

It  is  apparent  that  Neh.  xi.  gives  a  list  of  the  principal  in- 
habitants of  Jerusalem  after  the  exile.  Does  1  Ghron.  ix.  also 
present  a  post-exile  list  of  those  dwelUng  at  Jerusalem  P  Keil 
affirms  that  it  relates  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  before  the 
exile,  laying^  considerable  stress  on  ix.  2  '^  the  firet  inhabitants 
that  dwelt  m  their  possessions,  in  their  cities,"  contrasted  with 
Neh.  xi.  1,  "  And  the  rulers  of  the  people  dwelt  at  Jerumlem^^ 
the  former  not  relating,  as  he  thinks,  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jeru- 
salem after  the  exile,  but  to  the  ante-exilian  inhabitants  of  the 
land;  while  the  latter  relates  to  the  returned  captives  who 
dwelt  in  Jerusalem.^    This  kind  of  reasoning  is  more  ingenious 

1  Einleitnng,  p.  420. 
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than  satisfactory.  The  first  verse  of  1  Chron.  ix.,  is  from  the 
Chronicle-writer  himself,  referring  his  readers  for  farther  infor- 
mation to  the  source  whence  he  drew  most  of  the  preceding 
genealogies.  '*  So  all  Israel  were  reckoned  hy  genealogies ;  and 
behold,  they  were  written  in  the  book  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and 
Judah  who  tcere  carried  away  to  Babylon  for  their  transgression" 
The  words  in  italics  shew  merely  that  the  Chronist  himself  lived 
after  the  captivity.  But  in  the  second  verse,  there  is  an  obvious 
transition  to  the  post-exile  time:  ''Now  the  first  inhabitants 
that  dwelt  in  their  possessions  in  their  cities  were  the  Israelites, 
the  priests,  the  Levites,  and  the  Nethinims,'*  etc.  In  ix.  16 
mention  is  also  made  of  Berechiah,  "  that  dwelt  in  the  villages 
of  the  Netophathites,"  which  villages  are  referred  to  in  Neh. 
xii.  28,  after  the  captivity.  The  great  difference  of  the  two  is 
also  produced  by  Keil  as  an  argument  that  they  are  different 
lists  belonging  to  different  times.  But  is  the  similarity  not 
greater  than  the  diversity  P  Both  registers  are  arranged  alike. 
Their  general  plan  corresponds.  This,  however,  is  not  all. 
Not  only  are  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  enumerated  accord- 
ing to  one  type ;  there  is  also  a  remarkable  coincidence  of  names 
and  incidental  notices,  amid  many  deviations.  The  leading 
contents  of  both  are  the  same.  Allowance  should  be  made  for 
the  numerous  mistakes  made  in  the  transcription  of  names. 
Of  the  sons  of  Judah  are  mentioned  Uthai^  Asaiah,  and  Jeuel 
(1  Chron.  ix.  4-6),  two  of  which  are  in  Neh.  xi.  4,  6,  viz., 
Athaiah  and  Maaseiah,  Jeuel  being  omitted.  Five  sons  of 
Benjamin  Are  given  in  1  Chron.  ix.  7-9 ;  of  whom  we  find  one 
in  Neh.  xi.  7,  9,  Sallu ;  and  probably  another,  Hodaviah,  may  be 
discovered  in  Judah,  Neh.  xi.  9.  Three  are  omitted.  In 
Chronicles  the  priests  are  reckoned  thus :  Jedaiah,  Jehoiarib, 
Jachin,  Azariah,  Adaiah,  Maasiai,  which  are  the  same  in  Neh. 
xi.  10,  etc.^  Azariah  being  there  Seriah,  and  Maasiai,  Amashai. 
Among  the  Levites  are  Shemaiah  in  both  lists,  Bakbakkar  (Bak- 
bukiah  in  Nehemiah),  Mattaniah,  Zichri  (Zabdi  in  Nehemiah). 
Obadiah  the  son  of  Shemaiah,  the  son  of  Galal,  the  son  of 
Jeduthun,  stands  the  same  in  both.  Of  the  porters  are  specified 
Shallum,  Akkub,  Talmon,  and  Ahiniar  in  Chronicles;  but  in 
Nehemiah  only  the  two,  Akkub  and  Talmon.  From  verse 
18-34  is  pectdiar  to  the  Chronicle-writer,  and  shews  his  prevail- 
ing Levitical  spirit  The  thirty-third  and  thirty-fourth  verses 
form  two  subscriptions,  the  former  relating  to  14-16,  the  latter 
to  14-32.  The  parallel  extends  no  farther  than  the  seventeenth 
verse  of  1  Chron.  ix.  and  the  nineteenth  of  Neh.  xi. 

From  this  brief  comparison  of  the  two  genealogies  it  is  ap- 
parent that  they  agree  in  the  main  points,  i.e.,  in  their  account 
of  the  heads  of  families ;  while  they  also  touch  in  subordinate 
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particulars  and  in  scattered  remarks  derived  from  the  source 
or  sources  used,  not  from  the  compiler.  Hence  they  could 
not  have  originated  independently  of  one  another.  They  refer 
to  the  same  persons  and  time,  ue.,  the  post-exile  inhabitants  of 
Jerusalem. 

Which  of  the  two  is  the  original  P 

It  has  been  thought  by  De  Wette^  and  Zunz^  that  Nehemiah 
is  the  original  and  the  other  a  copy.  No  comparison  which  we 
can  make  of  them  leads  to  such  conclusion.  Sometimes  the  one 
is  more  copious,  and  apparently  more  original  than  the  other ; 
sometimes  again,  the  other.  If  the  writer  of  the  Chronicles 
merely  enlarged  and  altered  the  list  in  Nehemiah,  he  proceeded 
in  the  most  careless  way,  so  as  to  render  his  genealogies  more 
obscure  than  those  he  worked  upon.  He  has  dislocated  the  list 
in  a  way  that  seems  very  arbitrary.  The  most  natural  hypo- 
thesis is  that  both  were  taken  from  the  same  source.  The  sub- 
stantial similarity  as  well  as  the  divergences  are  best  explained 
in  that  way.  And  they  do  not  relate  to  the  same  time  precisely. 
That  in  Nehemiah  is  earlier. 

It  is  difficult  to  ascertain  the  time  at  which  the  heads  of  the 
families  mentioned  in  the  ninth  chapter  lived  in  Jerusalem. 
There  is  no  internal  mark  which  is  important  in  this  view. 
The  genealogical  register  in  the  book  of  Kehemiah  is  not  so 
suddenly  broken  off;  and  there  are  some  particulars  communi- 
cated in  it  which  Bertheau  thinks  to  be  weighty  in  settling  the 
time.  In  verse  twenty-four  the  Stadtholder  of  the  Persian 
king  is  mentioned.  He  was  the  son  of  Meshezabeel,  the 
latter  one  of  the  chiefs  of  the  people  who  sealed  the  covenant 
in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (x.  21).  In  like  manner  the  overseer 
of  theLevites  at  Jerusalem  was  JJzzi,  son  of  Bani  (xi.  22) ;  and 
one  Bani  appears  among  the  heads  of  the  people  (x.  14).  The 
heads  of  the  Levities  (Seh.  xi.  16)  Shabbethai  and  Jozabad 
were  contemporaries  of  Ezra  according  to  viii.  7.  Such  are  the 
evidences  Bertheau  finds  for  the  composition  of  the  genealogical 
list  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah.' 

We  hold  with  Herzfeld*  that  the  list  in  Chronicles  was 
written  somewhat  later  than  that  in  Nehemiah.  Some  con- 
siderations indeed  which  he  adduces  for  this  view  are  scarcely 
valid;  but  one  founded  on  numbers  is  weighty,  which  Bertheau^ 
has  not  succeeded  in  overthrowing.  It  would  appear  that  in 
the  interval  between  Neh.  xi.  and  1  Chron.  ix.  an  important 
accession  had  been  made  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  ;  for  of 

^  Emleitung,  p.  264.  >  Gk>tteediensilicheii  Yoitrage  der  Jaden,  p.  31. 

'  Die  Biicher  der  Chronik,  p.  99. 

*  Geschichte  dee  Yolkes  Imel,  toI.  i.  pp.  298,  299. 

*  Die  Bttcher  dar  Chnmik,  p.  99. 
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the  tribe  of  Judah  there  dwelt  according  to  Neh.  xi.^  468 ;  ac- 
cording to  1  Chron.  ix.,  690.  Of  Benjamin  there  were  928 
according  to  Nehemiah;  956  according  to  1  Chron.  ix.  Of 
priests  according  to  Neh.  xL,  1192 ;  according  to  1  Chron.  ix., 
1760.  Of  Levitical  porters  according  to  Neh.  xi.,  172 ;  accord- 
ing to  1  Chron.  ix.^  212.  A  long  interval  should  not  be  assumed, 
because  the  population  would  increase  rapidly,  in  consequence 
of  what  is  stated  in  Neh.  xi.  1.  The  attempt  of  Bertheau  to 
invalidate  this  argumentation  is  unsuccessful. 

YI.   EeLATION    of     ChBOKICLES    to    the    other    HII^rORICAIi 

BOOKS  OF  the  Oui  Testabcent. — It  is  apparent  to  the  most 
cursory  reader,  that  a  number  of  things  wnich  had  been  already 
given  in  the  earlier  writings  of  the  Old  Testament  appear  again 
m  Chronicles.  It  is  thereiore  necessary  to  compare  ike  different 
frtatements  of  the  same  particulars  to  be  able  to  judge  of  the 
peculiarities  of  the  books  before  us. 

We  have  already  considered  the  connexion  between  the  gene- 
alogical tables  in  the  first  part,  and  the  Old  Testament  books. 
It  remains  that  we  oonfine  ourselves  to  the  properly  histori- 
cal portion,  commencing  with  the  tenth  chapter,  or  rather  the 
thirty-fifth  verse  of  the  ninth.  Here  more  than  forty  parallel 
sections  of  greater  or  less  compass  come  under  examination,  side 
by  side,  witn  others  in  Samuel  and  Kings,  as  the  following  tabid 
«hewB : — 

1  Chron.  x.  1-12 1  Sam.  xxxi. 

xi.  1-9 2  Sam.  V.  1-3 ;  6-10 

„       xi.  10-47     „     xxiii.  8-39 

^,       xiii.  1-14 „      vi.  1-11 

„       xiv.  1-7       II      V.  11-16 

„       xiv.  8-17 „     V.  17-25 

„       XV.  xvl „      vi.  12-23 

xvii ,,      vii. 


•>>       —.»**•     ••     ••     ••      ••  ,, 


•  •  • 


„  xvm.   * „  vm. 

•99  ^^^ II  ^» 

„  XX.  1-3        „  xi.  1 ;  xii.  26-81 

XX.  4-8       „  xxi.  18-22 

99  xxi „  xxiv. 

a  Chron.  i.  2-13 1  Kings  iii.  4-16 

„  i.  14rl7      „  X.  26-29 

,1  ii.        n  "^^  15-32 

„  iii.  l-y.  1 „  vi.  vii.  13-61 

„  V.  2-vii.  10 „  viii. 

„  vii.  11-22 „  ix.  10-28 

„  ix.  1-12       „  X.  1-13 

„  ix.  13-28 „  X.  14-29 
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,,       X.  1-xi.  4 ;i  xii.  1-24 

xii.  2,  3,  9-16     ....  „  xiv.  21-31 

„  xiii.  1,  2,  22,  23        .  •  „  xv.  1,  2,  6-8 

„  xiv.  1,2;  XV.  16-19  • .  „  xv.  11-16 

„  xvi.  1-6,  11-14  ....  „  XV.  17-22,  23,  24 

„        xviii.  2-34 „  xxii.  2-^ 

„  XX.  31-xxi.  1      •  •     .  •  „  xxii.  41-£fl 

„  xxi.  5-10,  20      ..     ..     2  Kings  viii,  17-24 

„       xxii.  1-9      „  viii.  2S.29;ix.  16-28; 

X.  12-14 

,f  xxii.  10-xxiii.  21  • .      . .  „  xi. 

„  xxiv.  1-14, 23-27       . .  „  xii.  1-22 

„  XXV.  1-4,  11,  17-28    . .  „  xiv.  1-14,  17-20 

„  xxvi.  1-4,  21-23 ....  „  xiv.  21, 22 ;  xv.  2-6, 7 

„  xxvii.  1-3,  7-9    . .     . .  „  xv.  33-36,  38 

„       xxviii.  1-4 „  xvi.  2-4 

„  xxviii.  26,  27     . .     . .  „  xvi.  19,  20 

„       xxix.  1, 2 „  xviii.  2, 3 

„       xxxii.  1-21 „  xviii.  13-xix.  37 

„  xxxu.  24,  25,  32,  33  . .  „  xx.  1,  2,  20,  21 

„  xxxiii.  1-10,  20-25     . .  „  xxi.  1-9  18-24 

„  xxxiv.  1, 2,  8-28         . .  „  xxii. 

„  xxxiv.  29-32       . .     •  •          „  xxiii.  1-20 

"  "27;  ixxvt^I4^.^.'}  '*     xxiii.21.23, 28, 29-34 

„  xxxvi.  6,  6,  8      •  •     . .  „     xxiii.  36, 37;  xxiv.  1, 6 

„  xxxvi.  9,  10        . .     . .  „      xxiv.  8-10,  14,  17 

„  xxxvi.  11-12       . .     •  •  „      xxiv.  18, 19 

„  xxxvi.  22,  23      . .     . .  Ezra  i.  1,  2 

The  agreement,  as  will  be  observed,  is  often  verbal ;  but  tbe 
deviations  are  also  frequent  and  considerable.  The  differences 
between  the  parallels  may  be  classed  imder  three  heads  viz., 
such  as  relate  to  the  matter ;  such  as  concern  the  language  in 
which  facts  are  narrated,  and  those  which  concern  bol£  matter 
and  language,  injuriously  affecting  the  sense. 

I.  Deviations  m  the  matter  of  the  narrative.  Here  there  are 
omissions,  additions,  and  a  different  order. 

1.  Ommions. 

Of  primary  facts. 

David's  kindness  to  Mephibosheth  and  Ziba,  2  Sam.  ix. 

His  adultery  with  Bathsheba,  and  Uriah's  murder,  2  Sam.  xL 
2.xii.  26. 

The  surrender  of  Saul's  seven  sons  to  the  heathen  Gibeonitea 
as  an  atonement,  2  Sam.  xxi.  1-14. 

The  large  episodes  respecting  David's  family  history,  including 
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Absalom^s  rebellion  and  its  consequences,  with  Sheba's  revolt^ 
2  Sam.  xiii.-xx. 

A  war  with  the  Philistines,  2  Sam.  xxi.  15-17. 

Dayid's  song  of  thanksgiving  and  last  words,  2  Sam.  xzii.- 
xxiii. 

Adonijah's  usurpation  of  the  kingdom,  and  the  anointing  of 
Solomon  as  king,  1  Kings  i. 

The  encounter  between  Dayid  and  Michal,  when  the  latter 
came  forth  to  mock  him,  2  Sam.  yi.  20-23. 

David's  last  charge,  1  Kings  ii.  1-9. 

Solomon's  deposition  and  banishment  of  Abiathar,  and  his 
murder  of  Joab  and  Shimei,  1  Kings,  ii.  26-46. 

Solomon's  marriage  with  Pharaoh's  daughter,  1  Kings  iii.  1. 

His  wise  judgment,  iii.  16-28. 

His  princes  and  officers,  the  peace  and  largeness  of  his  king- 
dom, the  daily  provision  of  his  household,  his  stables,  etc.^ 
1  Kings  iv. 

The  building  of  his  palace,  1  Kings  vii.  1-12. 

His  wives,  concubines,  idolatry,  and  threatened  punishment, 
1  Kings  xi.  1-13. 

His  adversaries,  1  Kings  xi.  14-40. 

The  copiously  detailed  transactions  which  happened  at  Hebron 
during  the  reign  of  David,  2  Sam.  i.-iv. 

Description  of  the  ornaments  and  vessels  of  the  temple, 
1  Kings  vii.  13-39. 

Prayer  of  Solomon,  1  Kings  viii.  56-61. 

The  taking  of  Gath  in  war  with  the  Syrians,  and  deliver- 
ing up  of  the  temple- vessels  to  the  Syrian  king,  2  Eongs  xii. 
IT^IS. 

Many  omissions  are  also  in  the  histories  of  Ahaz  and  Heze- 
kiah,  2  Kings  xvL  5-18 ;  xviu.  4-8. 

2.  Additions  or  interpolation, 

(a)  Primary  facts. 

A  list  of  those  who  attached  themselves  to  David  during 
Saul's  life,  and  the  number  of  warriors  who  chose  him  king,  at 
Hebron,  1  Chron.  xiL 

David's  preparations  for  building  the  temple,  1  Chron.  xxii. 

The  number  and  distribution  of  the  Levites  and  priests,  and 
the  settlement  of  their  employments,  1  Chron.  xxiii.-xxvi» 

Accounts  of  David's  army  and  officers,  1  Chron.  xxvii. 

His  last  directions  and  refi^ulations  in  a  solemn  assembly 
before  his  death,  1  Chron.  xxviii.  xxix. 

Arrangements  of  Rehoboam  for  the  purpose  of  strengthening 
his  kingdom ;  the  reception  into  Judah  of  the  priests  driven 
out  of  Israel ;  the  wives  and  children  of  the  kmg,  2  Chroiu 
xi.  6-23. 
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Abijat's  war  with  Jeroboam^  2  Chron.  xiii.  2 J. -20  ;  his  wives 
and  children,  21-22. 

Asa's  victory  over  Zerah  an  Ethiopian  who  invaded  Judah, 
2  Chron.  xiv.  8-14. 

Address  of  the  prophet  Azariah  to  Asa,  in  consequence  of 
which  the  king  renounces  idolatry,  2  Chron.  xv.  1-16. 

Address  of  the  prophet  Hanani,  and  how  Asa  receives  his 
admonition,  2  Chron.  xvi.  7-10. 

Jehoshaphat's  care  in  securing  his  kingdom,  his  endeavours  to 
extirpate  idolatry,  and  to  promote  the  knowledge  of  religion 
among  the  people,  2  Chron.  xvii. 

Jehu's  opinion  of  Jehoshaphat's  covenant  with  Ahab ;  and 
Jehoshaphat's  arrangements  for  restoring  the  due  administration 
of  justice,  2  Chron.  xix. 

The  invasion  of  various  eastern  peoples,  and  how  they  de- 
stroyed one  another,  so  that  the  arms  of  Jehoshaphat  and  the 
Jews  had  no  share  in  the  victory,  2  Chron.  xx.  1-30. 

His  provision  for  his  sons,  and  their  slaughter  by  Jehoram 
who  succeeded  to  the  throne,  2  Chron.  xxi.  2-4. 

Jehoram's  idolatry  and  punishment,  including  a  letter  to  him 
from  Elijah,  2  Chron.  xxi.  11-19. 

Death  of  Jehoiada  and  apostasy  of  the  people ;  the  appearance 
of  the  prophet  Zechariah  and  his  death,  2  Chron.  xxiv.  15-22. 

Amaziah's  equipments,  and  his  hiring  of  soldiers  out  of  the 
northern  kingdom,  whom  he  sent  home  again  at  the  exhortation 
of  a  prophet,  xxv.  6-10. 

His  introduction  of  Edomite  idolatry,  and  censure  by  a  pro- 
phet, xxv.  14-16. 

Uzziah's  fortunate  wars,  his  buildings,  and  armed  force, 
2  Chron.  xxvi.  6-16. 

Jotham's  successful  war  with  the  Ammonites,  2  Chron. 
xxvii.  5-6. 

Hezekiah's  celebration  of  the  passover,  xxx.  1-27. 

His  arrangements  for  the  regular  worship  of  Jehovah,  and 
for  the  support  of  the  priests  and  Levit^  2  Chron.  xxxi. 
2-21. 

Manasseh's  deportation  to  Babylon,  his  conversion  and  re- 
storation, 2  Chron.  xxxiii.  11-13. 

His  measures  towards  strengthening  the  kingdom,  2  Chron. 
xxxiii.  14. 

(b)  Short  notices  in  the  books  of  Samuel  and  Kinss  are  here 
enlarged  and  completed.  Thus  the  history  of  bringmg  the  ark 
of  the  covenant  into  the  house  of  Obed-edom,  and  its  solemn 
entry  into  Jerusalem,  is  enlarged  by  an  account  of  the  part 
which  the  priests  and  Levites  took  in  the  service ;  and  by  the 
functions  they  discharged  in  attending  continually  upon  the  aik 
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after  it  was  fixed  on  mount  Zion,  1  Chron.  xiiL,  xy,,  xyi.,  com- 
pared witb  2  Sam.  yi. 

The  description  of  the  brazen  scaffold  on  which  Solomon 
kneeled  is  new,  2  Chron.  yi.  13  ;  comp.  1  Kings  viii.  22. 

The  ooncludiag  yerses  of  Solomon's  prayer,  3  Chron.  yi. 
40-42,  which  are  the  same  as  Psalm  cxxxii.  7-9  with  some 
slight  exceptions,  are  wanting  in  2  Eongs  yiii.  63. 

The  notice  of  fire  from  hearen  consuming  the  sacrifice, 
2  Chron.  yii.  1,  is  not  in  &  Kings  yiii.,  iz. 

The  diyine  promise  in  2  Chron.  yiL  12-16  is  extended ;  comp. 
1  Kinss  ix.  3. 

Shiuiak's  inyasion  of  Judea  is  lengthened  by  an  accoxmt  of 
the  strength  of  his  arm^  and  Shenudah's  address,  2  Chron.  xiL 
1-12  ;  comp.  1  Kings  xiy.  25-28. 

The  cause  of  the  leprosy  in  the  forehead  of  Uzziah  is  giyen 
n  2  Chron.  xxyi.  16-21. ;  comp.  2  Kings  xy.  6. 

How  Joab  was  the  first  that  got  up  on  mount  Zion  when  the 
Jebusites  possessed  it ;  and  how  he  afterwards  repaired  the  rest 
of  the  city,  1  Chron.  xi.  6,  8 ;  comp.  2  Sam.  y.  8,  9. 

The  stature  of  the  Egyptian  slain  by  Benaiah,  1  Chron.  xi. 
23,  comp.  2  Sam.  xxiii.  §1. 

Solomon  made  the  brazen  sea  and  the  pillars  and  the  yessels 
of  brass  from  the  brass  brought  by  Dayid  out  of  the  cities  of 
Hadarezer,  1  Chron.  xyiii.  8 ;  comp.  2  Sam.  yiii.  8. 

Abishai  son  of  Zeruiah  slew  Edomites  in  the  yalley  of  Salt, 
1  Chron.  xyiii.  12 ;  comp.  2  Sam.  yiii.  13. 

The  Ammonites  took  the  Syrians  into  pay  for  a  thousand 
taknts,  1  Chron.  xix.  6  ;  comp.  2  Sam.  x.  6. 

(c)  Insertions,  consisting  of  reflections  by  the  author,  or  his 
own  yiews  assigned  to  the  persons  described. 

It  is  stated  that  Saul  died  for  his  transgressions  against  the 
word  of  the  Lord,  and  also  for  his  inquiring  of  a  witch  instead 
of  from  the  Lord ;  and  the  kingdom  pa^ed  oyer  to  Dayid, 
1  Chron.  x.  13,  14 ;  comp.  1  Sam.  xxxi.  12. 

It  is  said  that  Dayid  was  anointed  king  according  to  the  word 
of  Jehoyah  by  Samuel,  1  Chron.  xi.  3 ;  comp.  2  Sam.  y.  3. 

It  is  stated  that  Edom  and  Libnah  had  reyolted,  as  a  punish- 
ment for  Jehoram's  idolatry,  2  Chron.  xxi.  10 ;  comp.  2  Kings 
ym.  10. 

"  But  Amaziah  would  not  hear,  far  it  came  of  Chd  that  he 
might  deliver  them  into  the  hand  of  their  enemies,  because  they 
sought  after  the  gods  of  Edom,*^  2  Chron.  xxy.  20 ;  comp.  2  Kings 
xiy.  11. 

''  And  Solomon  brought  up  the  daughter  of  Pharaoh  out  of 

the  city  of  Dayid  into  the  house  that  he  had  built  for  her :  for 

jhe  said,  My  tpife  shaU  not  dwell  in  the  house  of  David  king  qf 
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Israel,  because  the  places  are  holy  whereunto  the  ark  of  the  Lord 
hath  come"  2  Chron.  riii.  11.  Here  a  reason  is  assigned  for 
Solomon's  building  a  house  for  Pharaoh's  daughter,  which  is 
nothing  more  than  the  writer's  own  conjecture^  and  is  seen  to  be 
incorrect  from  the  notices  in  Kings  (1  Kings  ix.  24). 

"  And  Joab  answered,  The  Lord  make  his  people  an  hundred 
times  so  many  more  as  they  be :  but,  my  lord  the  king,  are  they 
not  all  my  lord's  servants  P  Why  then  doth  my  lord  require  this 
thing  ?  Why  will  tie  be  a  cause  of  trespass  to  Israel  f  1  Chron. 
xxi.  3.  Here  the  short  question  of  Joab  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  re- 
ceives an  alteration  intended  to  explain  it. 

''  Only  the  Lord  give  thee  wisdom  and  imderstanding,  and 
give  thee  charge  concerning  Israel,"  etc.  1  Chron.  xxii.  12. 
This  wish  of  David's  is  taken  from  the  narrative  of  Solomon's 
dream,  1  Kings  iii.  6-15. 

The  address  of  Jehovah  to  Solomon  by  night  (2  Chron.  vii. 
12,  etc.)  is  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  verses  13  and  14,'  taken 
from  2  Chron.  vi.  26,  27 ;  comp.  1  Kings  ix.  3,  etc,  where  the 
words  here  inserted  are  properly  absent  from  Jehovah's  address. 

3.  The  Chronicles  also  differ  from  the  books  of  Samuel  and 
Kings  in  the  order  in  which  the  occurrences  are  related.  We 
may  compare  the  following  sections : — 

1  Chron.  xi.  1-9 2  Sam.  vi.  1-10. 

„         xi.  10-47    „       xxiii.  8-10 

„        xiii „       vi.  3-11 

„        xiv „       V.  11-25 

„        XV „       vi.  12,  etc. 

2  Chron.  i.  3-13 1  Kings  iii.  4-14 

i.  14-17     „       X.  26-29 

. .  

From  this  brief  list,  it  will  be  obvious  that  coincidences  in  the 
order  of  succession  is  the  rule,  and  differences  the  exception. 

II.  The  linguistic  deviations  exhibited  by  the  books  of  Chro- 
nicles compared  with  the  earlier  historical  works  included  in  the 
canon,  are  orthographical,  grammatical,  and  exegetical. 

1.  OrthographiciuL 

{a)  The  scriptio  plena  instead  of  the  defecttva,  as  H^H  1  Chron. 
ii.  16 ;  iii.  1,  9,  etc.,  for  TIT  1  Sam.  xvi.  13,  19 ;  Buth  iv.  17, 

22.  'hh\ii^h  1  Chron.  xviii.  10  for  i't^MB^'?  2  Sam.  viii.  10. 
nVi1«  2  Chron  viii.  18  for  nVi«  1  Kings  ix.  27.  This  mode 
of  orthography  is  not  peculiar  to  the  Chronicles,  but  belongs  to 
the  later  books  generally — ^to  those  written  during,  as  well  as 
after,  the  exile ;  yet  it  is  much  more  frequent  in  the  post-exile 
ones. 
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(b)  Variations  according  to  a  later,  and  for  the  most  part 
Aramaising  pronunciation ;  as  the  interchange  of  K  the  softer 
consonant  with  the  harder  Jl  at  the  beginning  and  end  of  words ; 
thus  YH  1  Chron.  xiii.  12  for  yH  2  Sam.  vi.  9.    ^H  2€hron. 

xi.  36  for  nnX  2  Sam.  xxiii.  33.  UTlil  2  Chron.  x.  18  for 
DTIN  1  Kings  xiii.  18.  The  resolution  of  dagesh  forte  into  a 
proper  letter,  as  p&l2Sy\  for  pB^QT  in  Kings. 

2.  Grammatical. 

(a)  To  this  head  belong  the  regular  mode  of  writing  instead 
of  the  irregular,  abridged,  or  incorrect  mode  employed  in  the 
earlier  books  as  N^Dto  1  Chron.  xi.  2,  for  ^i23  2  Sam.  v.  2.    ND3 

2  Chron.  ix.  18  for  nD3  1  Kings  x.  19. ,  S^HD^  2  Chron.  v.  2, 
for  the  defective  and  in  this  case  unusual  /Hp^  1  Kings  viii.  1. 
{b)  To  this  head  also  belongs  the  later  form  of  a  word  instead 

of  the  earlier,  as  HU/iJ  1  Chron.  xiv.  2 ;  xvii.  11,  14,  for  the 

older  naSaa  2  Sam.  v.  l^. ;  vu.  12,  16.  mnn  (2  Chron.  vi. 
21)  for  ninn,  l  Kings  viii.  30.  ' 

{c)  The  older  or  irregular  flexion  of  a  substantive  or  verb  is 
changed  into  that  belonging  to  the  later  usage,  as  D^^^N  in 
1  Kings  X.  20,  becomes  in  2  Chron.  ix.  19,  HV^.  The  un- 
usual ending  T\  of  the  second  person  singular  preterite  mascu- 
line is  omitted,  as  V!**T\  1  Chron.  ix.  12,  for  nn^H,  2  Sam.  x. 
11.  1^  in  the  second  and  third  person  plural  of  the  future  is 
dropped  as  1»n^  2  Chron.  xxix.  36  for  pyn^  1  Kings  viii.  38, 

43.  n  in  the  imperative  is  left  out  as  ^£n  2  Chron.  xvi.  3, 
for  mSn  1  Kings  xv.  19.  ^HiJ  2  Chron.  xviii.  8,  for  mJlD 
1  Kings  xxii.  9.  Ni  with  the  imperative  and  future  is  dropped, 
as  jtoM*  2  Chron.  vi.  17,  instead  of  Ni  pA\  1  Kings  viu.  ;sJ6. 

nin  2  Chron.  xviii.  12  for  W  niH,  1  Kings  xxii.  13. 

{d)  Alterations  in  construction  are  made ;  as  the  avoidance 
of  the  infinitive  absolute  with  the  finite  verb,  ex.  gr.^  I  Chron. 
xiv.  10,  V^ni  for  jnH  tni,  2  Sam.  V.  19.  The  personal  pronoun 
is  put  before  the  finite  verb ;  *n^i3  *iN,  2  Chron.  vi.  2,  comp. 
1  Kings  viii.  13.     n^njTl  WH,  2  Chron.  xxxiii.  6  for  n^Syn 

8  Kings  xxi.  5.  The  preposition  7N  is  commonly  used  with 
verbs  of  motion,  or  T\  local,  where  the  simple  accusative  occurs  in 
the  earlier  books,  as  T\l2SXff,  2  Chron.  x.  1,  for  D3B^,  I  Kings 
xii.  1.  niDT  'jN,  2  Chron.  xviii.  28,  comp.  mijn  n'jy,  1 
Kings  xxii.  29.  7  is  regularly  omitted  before  JD  in  the  con- 
struction Xu?  froniy  TJ^  untOy  as  DVlTTy — DVn"|i5,  1  Chron. 
xvii.  5,  comp.  2  Sam.  vii.  6. 
3.  Exegetical  alterations  of  language  embrace  the  following  : 
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(a)  The  substitutioiL  of  a  younger  or  commoner  synonym  for 
an  older  or  unusual  one.  Thus  in  1  Chron.  x.  12  we  find  tl^i 
dead  body,  for  r\^i  in  1  Sam.  xxxi.  12,  belonging  to  the  later 
usage  of  the  language.  . 

1  Chron.  xvi.  3,  DH 7  ^3D,  a  haf  of  bread,  instead  of  the 

unusual  DH/  Ty>T\,  a  cake  of  bread,  2  Sam.  vi.  19. 

1  Chron.  xv.  29,  pHB^D^  *^PT^'  dancing  and  playing,  instead 
of  the  two  words  that  appear  no  where  else  except  in  2  Sam. 
•vi.  16,  *13*l3i5^  TTBib  leaping  and  dancing, 

1  CSiron.  xxi.  10,  \S\  HtSi  *iN,  /  offer  thee,  etc.,  the  younger 
^!lt<(  being  substituted  for  ^3^,  and  the  common  !l{3^  for  the 

rarer  TtDi  2  Sam.  xxiv.  12. 

2  Chron.  ix.  17,  nilltD  nilT,  pure  gold,  for  TB10  nHT,  the  bent 
gold,  1  Kings  x.  18. 

2  Chron.  iv.  16,  TfVi^  JTBTlJ,  polished  brass.  The  adjective  is 
{3*^2323  in  1  Kings  vii.  45. 

2  Chron.  xviii.  31,  V/J^  ttD^I,  they  compassed  him  about,  in- 
stead of  Vby  \lDi%  they  turned  themselves  against  him,  1  Kings 
3:xii.  31.  .1  I 

2  Chron.  vii.  11,  ^T/V  iOSl  /D,  all  that  came  into  his  heart, 

is  an  explanatory  periphrasis  of  pS^H  /^,  all  his  desire,  1  Kings 
ix.  1.  ^ 

1  Chron.  xxi.  20,  ^^%  he  turned  back,  instead  of  ftpB^^I,  he 

looked,  2  Sam.  xxiv.  20. 

1  Chron.  xiv.  9,  1tDB^fi%  they  spread  themselves,  for  IB^tD^I 
they  spread  themselves,  2  Sam.  v.  18. 

1  Chron.  xiv.  15,  nfiH/M  NXH  TN,  then  thou  shalt  go  out  to 
battle:  this  is  a  gloss  on  the  difficult  word  V^HH  TK  then  do 
thou  bestir  thyself,  2  Sam.  v.  24. 

1  Chron.  xiv.  8,  DH^iS/  iW^I,  he  went  out  against  them,  for 

which  in  2  Sam.  v.  17  stands  m*IX&!l  /N  ir\%  he  went  down  to 
the  hold,  or  rather,  to  the  chase. 

2  Chron.  xvi.  4,  Abel-maim,  i.e.,  Abel  of  the  waters  or  sea, 
becauyse  lying  in  the  neighbourhood  of  lake  Merom ;  for  which 
we  find  in  1  Kings  xv.  20  Abel-beth-maachah.  The  old  or 
unusual  geographical  name  is  displaced  to  make  way  for  the 
current  one. 

1  Chron.  xx«  4,  Oezer,  for  which  Oob  stands  in  2  Sam.  xxi. 
18. 

1  Chron.  xix.  6,  Aram^naharaim  or  Mesopotamia,  for  which 
in  2  Sam.  x.  6  stands  Beth-rehob. 

2  Chron.  viii.  4,  Tadmor,  this  is  the  later  Aramaean  name ; 
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for  which  we  find  the  old  genuine  Hebrew  one  Tammor,  in 
1  Kings  ix.  18. 

1  Chron.  xviii.  8^  Chun :  in  2  Sam.  yiii.  8  stands  Berolhau 

2  Chron  xxiii.  20,  the  high  gate,  jVTyn  ^V^y  this  was  pro- 
bably a  temple-gate.     But  in  2  Kings  xi.  19  we  find  *Tjf\ff 

D^yin,  the  gate  of  the  guard.  This  was  a  gate  which  led  into 
the  royal  palace.  The  confounding  of  the  one  with  the  other 
by  the  Chronist  is  improper. 

(b)  A  more  distinct  reference  is  given  to  an  indefinite  ex* 
pression: 

1  Ohron.  xiii.  10,  because  /le  put  his  hand  to  the  ark,  for  the 
indefinite  expression  of  2  Sam.  vi.  7,  for  his  error. 

2  CJhron.  xL  4,  "  And  they  obeyed  the  words  of  the  Lord  and 
returned  from  going  against  Jeroboam."  This  is  more  definite, 
and  at  the  same  time  avoids  the  repetition  of  1  Kings  xii.  24, 
"  They  hearkened  therefore  to  the  word  of  the  Lord,  and  re- 
turned to  depart,  according  to  the  word  of  the  Lord." 

2  Chron.  xxxiv.  24,  "  All  the  curses  that  are  written  in  the 
book  which  they  have  read  before  the  king  of  Judah,"  instead 
of  ^^  all  the  words  of  the  book  which  the  king  of  Judah  hath 
read,"  2  Kings  xxii.  16. 

In  2  Chron.  xxviii.  3,  it  is  stated  that  Ahaz  burnt  his 
children  in  the  fire,  B^N3  ^^3*^ ;  but  in  2  Kings  xvi.  3,  he  made 
his  son  to  pass  through  tlhejire,  ^^Cl  ^^^tfTl,  which  may  have  the 
same  sense,  but  is  indefinite. 

2  Chron.  xxi.  7,  "  The  Lord  would  not  destroy  the  house  of 
Damdy  because  of  the  covenant  he  had  made  witn  David,"  etc. 
Li  2  Kings  viii.  19  instead  of  the  house  of  David  we  find  Judah. 

1  Chron.  xi.  13,  Jl^H  H)T\,  these  words  are  put  as  introduc- 
tory to  the  deed  to  which  the  man  owes  his  renown.  They 
are  not  in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  9,  which  is  therefore  obscure. 

To  avoid  misapprehension,  the  Chronicle- writer  has  changed 

the  preposition  tK  in  the  text  of  Samuel  and  Kings  into  /tf,  as 
in  1  Chron.  xix.  2  compared  with  2  Sam.  x.  2 ;  2  Chron.  xvi.  4 
compared  with  1  Kings  xv.  20. 

3  Chron.  xxii.  12,  "  And  he  was  with  them  (DJ^K)  hid  in  the 

house  of  God,"  i.e.,  with  his  deliverer  Jeshobeath,  and  his  nurse. 
In  2  Kings  xi.  3  it  is  rtHM  with  her,  i.e.,  the  nurse  alone. 

1  Chron.  xxi.  1,  An  adversary  provoked  David,  etc.,  instead 
of  Jehovah  as  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  1. 

{c)  Superfiuous  or  less  suitable  words  are  omitted,  as  : 

1  Sam.  zxxi.  3.  The  archers  hit  him  In  1   Chron.  z.  3  the  word  D^^^N 

n^3  D^t^^K  D^IDn.  which  is  harsh  in  its  present  position  is 

omitted. 


BELATIOK  TO  OTHBS  HISTOBICAL  BOOKS. 


89 


1  Smau  xzxi.  11,  V^K  k  saperflnous. 
1  Sam.  xzxi.  7,  D^lPrrnK  the  cities. 


2  Sam.  Ti.  3.  And  they  set  the  ark  of 
God  upon  a  new  cart,  and  brought  it  out 
of  the  house  of  Abinadab  that  was  in 
€ribeah. 

1  Kings  Tiii.  1.  Then  Solomon  as- 
sembled tne  elders  of  Israel unto 

king  Solomon  in  Jerusalem. 

1  Kinn  xxii.  50.  And  Jehoshaphat 
slept  with  his  fathers  and  was  buried 
witii  his  fathers  in  the  city  of  David  [his 
lather]. 

2  Kings  xxiii.  34.  And  Pharaoh- 
nechoh  made  EUakim  the  son  of  Josiah 
king  [in  the  room  of  Josiah  his  father]. 


In  1  Chron.  z.  11  ^3  is  substituted. 

In  1  Chron.  x.  7  better  Dn^lTHK 
their  cities. 

1  Chron.  xiii.  7.  And  thej  carried 
the  ark  of  God  in  a  new  cart  out  of  the 
house  of  Abinadab. — The  hysteron  pro- 
teron  is  thus  ayoided. 


»» 


2  Chron.  r.  2.    <<  Unto  king  Solomon' 
is  omitted. 


2  Chron.  xxi.  1.  The  words  in  brackets 
are  omitted  to  aroid  repetition. 


2  Chron.  xxxri.  4.  The  words  in 
brackets  are  omitted  because  T«niRlriTn  did 
not  immediately  succeed  Josiah. 


(d)  Much  oftener  than  the  preceding  do  we  find  instances 
where  single  words  or  sentences  are  omitted  by  the  Chronist  to 
the  injury  of  the  connexion  or  sense. 


1  Sam.  xxxi.  12.  AU  the  valiant  men 
arose,  [and  went  all  night]  and  took  the 
body  of  Saul,  and  the  Indies  of  his  sons 
[from  the  widl  of  Beth-shan],  and  came 
to  Jabesh  [and  burnt  them  there]. 

a  Sam.  xi.  1-xiL  80. 


1  Chron.  x.  12.    The  words  in  brackets 
are  left  out. 


2  Sam.  T.  11.  And  Hiram  king  of 
Tyre,  sent  messengers  to  Dayid,  and 
cedar-trees,  and  cai^dhters,  and  maaonSf 
etc.  The  word  matont  is  in  Hebrew 
Tp  PK  ^enn  waU-gUme  hewers, 

2  Sam,  Yii.  27.  Therefore  thy  ser- 
Tant  has  found  in  hi»  heart  to  pray  this 

prayer  unto  thee,  uV  KVD. 

2  Sam.  X.  4.  Wherefore  Hanun  took 
David's  servants  and  shaved  of  the  one 
half  of  their  beards, 

1  Kings  ix.  23.  These  were  the  chief 
of  the  omoers  that  were  over  Solomon's 
work,  five  hundred  and  fifty  which  bare 
fnle  over  the  people  that  wrought  m  the 
werkn 


In  1  Chron.  xx.  1,  the  words  '<But 
David  tarried  at  Jerusalem"  are  taken 
from  2  Sam.  xi.  1 ;  but  as  the  section 
there  connected  with  them,  verses  2-xii. 
29,  is  omitted,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
David  marched  against  Rabbah,  1  Cbron. 
XX.  2,  etc.  has  the  appearance  of  referring 
to  what  took  place  m  Jerusalem. 

1  Chron.  xiv.  1  has  Tp  *Bnn  wall^ 
hewersy  which  is  indefinite. 


1  Chron.  xvii.  25  ^37  is  omitted. 


1  Chron.  xix.  4.    And  shaved  them. 


2  Chron.  viii.  10.  These  were  the 
chief  of  king  Solomon's  officers,  even 
two  hundred  and  fifty,  that  bare  rule 
over  the  people. 
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2    Kings  xzi.   18.      And   Monasseli  2  Chron.  xxxiii.  20.    And  they  buried 

ilept  with  his  fathers  and  was  buried  in      him  in  his  own  house. 
the  garden  of  Yob  own  house,  etc. 

(e)  Huphemisma    belong    here,    as    in    1    Chron.    xix.    4, 

nyJrSOn-TV  instead  of  DH^ninB^-TS,  2  Sam.  x.  4 ;  and  in  1 

Chron.  xvii.  11,  n^i3to  H^il^  nB^N,  instead  of  ymi  «X^  ^B^N, 
2  Sam.  vii.  12.     '  ' 

III.  Other  deviations  relate  both  to  language  and  matter, 
but  change  the  sense  for  the  worse.  They  may  be  classed 
as  follows. 

p  (a)  Alterations  which  mar  the  meaning,  as  1  Chron.  xix.  3, 
"  Are  not  his  servants  come  unto  thee  for  to  search,  and  to  over- 
throw, and  to  spy  out  t/ie  land,'*  instead  of  "  to  search  the  cit^y 
and  to  spy  it  out,  and  to  overthrow  it"  2  Sam.  x.  3.  The  latter 
is  the  more  correct. 

2  Chron.  ii.  8.  "Send  me  also  cedar-trees,  fir-trees,  and 
algum-trees,  out  of  Lebanon,"  etc.  Here  it  is  plainly  intimated 
that  Hiram  was  to  send  sandel-wood  from  Lebanon.  But  it  did 
not  grow  there.  It  came  from  Ophir,  as  we  learn  from  2  Chron. 
ix.  10,  etc.,  and  1  Kings  x.  11.  In  1  Kings  v.  20,  22,  we  see 
that  Hiram  gives  to  Solomon  from  Lebanon  only  cedars  and 
cypresses. 

2  Chron.  ix.  12.  "  And  king  Solomon  gave  to  the  queen  of 
Sheba  all  her  desire,  whatsoever  she  asked,  beside  that  tchich 
she  had  brought  unto  the  kingy'  etc.  The  clause  in  italics  is 
thoroughly  unsuitable.  The  corresponding  clause  in  1  Kings 
x.  13  IS  "beside  that  which  Solomon  gave  her  of  his  royal 
bounty." 

2  Chron.  xx.  36.  "  And  he  joined  himself  with  him  to  make 
ships  to  go  to  Tarshish:  and  they  made  the  ships  in  Ezion- 

gaber."  Here  the  words  B^BHft  Twlh  are  an  incorrect  repre- 
sentation of  B^^EHH  nViN  ships  of  Tarshish  in  1  Kings  xxii.  48, 
for  the  ships  built  by  Jehoshaphat  were  meant  to  sau  to  Ophir, 
not  to  Tarshish.  Tarshish-ships  denote  large  merchant  vessels, 
which  the  Chronicle- writer  misunderstanding  rendered,  to  go  to 
Tarshish, 

2  Chron.  xxviii.  27,  "  And  they  buried  him  rAhaz)  in  the  city, 
even  in  Jerusalem ;  but  they  brought  him  not  into  the  sepulchres 
of  the  kings  of  Israel,"  etc.  This  is  contrary  to  the  correct 
account  in  2  Kings  xvi.  20,  where  we  find  that  ''Ahaz  slept 
with  his  fathers,  and  was  buried  with  his  fathers  in  the  city  of 
David." 

2  Chron.  xxxiii.  15.  ''He  (Manasseh)  took  away  all  the 
altars  that  he  had  built  in  the  mount  of  the  house  of  the  Lord, 
and  in  Jerusalem,  and  cast  them  out  of  the  city."    This  is  con- 
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trary  to  the  statement  in  2  Kings  xxiii.  6,  12,  where  Josiah 
removes  the  altars  which  Manasseh  had  made  in  the  two  courts 
of  the  house  of  the  Lord,  and  breaks  them  in  pieces. 

(6)  Exaggerations  in  numbers.  Thus  in  1  Ghron.  xxi.  5  the 
number  of  those  fit  to  bear  arms  in  Israel  is  1,100,000,  and  in 
Judah  470,000.  But  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  9  the  numbers  are,  Israel 
800,000,  Judah  600,000.  In  2  Chron.  xxi.  26  the  price  of 
Oman's  threshingfloor  is  600  shekels  of  gold ;  but  in  2  Sam. 
xxiv.  24,  60  shekels  of  silver.  David  slew  of  the  Syrians  7,000 
men  who  fought  in  chariots,  1  Chron.  xix.  18 ;  but  in  2  Sam. 
X.  18  we  find  700.  At  the  building  of  the  temple  Solomon  had 
3,600  overseers  (2  Chron.  ii.  2,  17,  18)  ;  but  according  to 
1  Kings  V.  30,  3,300.  The  molten  sea  held  3,000  baths  accord- 
ing to  2  Chron.  iv.  6  ;  but  only  2,000  according  to  1  Kings  vii. 
26.  The  ships  of  Solomon  brought  from  Ophir  460  talents  of 
gold,  2  Chron.  viii.  18 ;  but  according  to  1  Kings  ix.  28,  only 
420  talents. 

In  2  Chron.  vii.  6  Solomon  offered  a  sacrifice  of  22,000  oxen 
and  120,000  sheep.  Surely  these  numbers  are  incredible.  As 
they  were  offered  in  seven  days  we  have  6  oxen  and  24  sheep 
every  minute,  reckoning  twelve  hours  for  work.  What  would 
be  the  effect  of  their  smoke  and  odour  on  the  population  of  the 
city? 

In  2  Chron.  xiv.  8,  it  is  said  that  Judah  had  Aimished  to 
Asa's  army  of  heavy-armed  men  300,000,  and  Benjamin 
280,000.     These  numbers  are  incredibly  large. 

In  2  Chron.  xiii.  3,  etc.,  Abijah  is  said  to  have  had  an  army 
of  400,000  chosen  men,  and  Jeroboam  of  800,000  men.  Of  the 
latter  600,000  were  slain. 

The  height  of  the  porch  of  the  temple  given  in  2  Chron.  iii.  4, 
viz.,  120  cubits  is  great  beyond  all  proportion ;  for  the  height  of 
the  main  building  was  only  30  cubits  (1  Kings  vi.  2).  Its 
breadth  was  10  cubits,  and  therefore  its  height  could  not  be 
130,  with  the  shape  it  had. 

In  1  Chron.  xxi.  6  the  numbers  1,100,000  and  470,000 
neither  harmonise  with  the  parallel  place  in  Samuel,  nor  with 
the  narrative  in  1  Chron.  xxvii.  1-16  ;  and  imply  the  existence 
of  a  standing  army  amounting  to  300,000,  which  is  too  large  for 
the  population  of  the  country. 

In  2  Chron.  viii.  11  a  gloss  is  inserted,  in  the  form  of  words 
put  into  the  mouth  of  Solomon,  which  betrays  the  negligence  of 
the  Chromst.  "And  Solomon  brought  up  the  daughter  of 
Pharaoh,  into  the  house  that  he  had  biult  for  her  ;  for  ne  said, 
My  wife  shall  not  dwell  in  the  house  of  David,  king  of  Israel, 
because  the  places  are  holy  whereunto  the  ark  of  the  Lord  hath 
come.'^     The  writer  has  entirely  omitted  to  notice  the  building 
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of  Millo  ;  but  states  the  reason  for  bringing  Pharaoh's  daughter 
into  the  house  he  had  built  for  her,  because  the  palace  of  Dayid 
into  which  the  ark  had  come  was  holy,  and  therefore  she  could 
not  dwell  there.  But  surely  she  had  lived  in  the  old  palace  of 
Dayid  till  the  building  of  the  new  house  ;  and,  besides,  the  ark 
had  not  been  in  the  palace,  i.e.,  in  its  court,  but  outside  of  it. 

(c)  Mythological  alterations  and  additions. 

1  Ohron.  xxi.  16,  "  And  Dayid  lifted  up  his  eyes  and  saw 
the  angel  of  the  Lord  stand  between  the  earth  and  the  heayen, 
haying  a  drawn  sword  in  his  hand  stretched  out  oyer  Jeru- 
salem," etc.,  yer.  27,  *'  and  the  Lord  commanded  the  angel,  and 
he  put  up  his  sword  again  into  the  sheath  thereof."  Instead  of 
this  we  haye  only  in  2  Sam.  xxiy.  17,  "  when  Dayid  saw  the 
angel  that  smote  the  people,"  etc. 

1  Chron.  xxi.  26,  "  Dayid called  upon  the  Lord,  and 

He  answered  him  from  heayen  by  fire  upon  the  altar  of  burnt- 
offering."     This  is  not  in  2  Sam.  xxiy. 

2  Chron.  yii.  1,  etc.,  "  When  Solomon  had  made  an  end  of 
praying,  the  fire  came  down  from  heayen  and  consumed  the 
burnt-offering  and  the  sacrifices, ....  and  when  all  the  children 
of  Israel  saw  how  the  fire  came  down,  and  the  glory  of  the  Lord 
upon  the  house,  they  bowed  themselyes,"  etc.  There  is  nothing 
of  this  maryel  in  1  Kings  yii. 

Of  the  same  nature  is  a  legendary  addition  to  '^  Jehoshaphat 
cried  out,"  yiz.,  and  the  Lord  helped  him ;  and  Ood  moved  them  to 
depart  from  him  (2  Chron.  xyiii.  31),  derived  from  the  traditional 
interpretation  of  "  cried  out,"  equivalent  to  prayer.^ 

VII.  Scope. — ^The  scope  of  the  work  bears  upon  the  temple  and 
its  worship.  The  compiler  living  after  the  captivity  and  look- 
ing back  to  the  history  of  his  nation  before  its  calamities,  was 
animated  with  the  desire  of  holding  up  the  mirror  of  history 
before  his  contemporaries,  that  they  might  see  the  close  connec- 
tion between  regard  for  the  true  worship  and  national  pro- 
sperity. He  intended  to  give  a  brief  history  of  the  peojple 
under  David  and  his  successors  the  kings  of  Judah,  with  cmef 
reference  to  the  efforts  for  establishing  the  true  religion  and 
exterminating  idoktiy;  that  the  men  of  his  time  who  were 
most  efficient  in  placing  ecclesiastical  affairs  on  a  firm  founda- 
tion and  restoring  the  proper  worship  of  Jehovah,  might  be 
encouraged.  His  treatment  of  the  history  is  regulated  to  a 
great  extent  by  the  ecclesiastical  element.  Hence  we  see  his 
endeavours  to  give  copious  information  about  the  tribe  of  Levi, 
its  arrangements,  divisions,  offices  and  employments.  The 
Levitical  tendency  of  the  book  is  manifest.     Even  in  the  genea- 

'  Be  Wette,  Einleit.  p.  269,  et  seqq.,  and  Moyers,  Kritische  Untersucliungeii, 
XL  B.  w.  p.  199  et  leqq. 
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logical  part,  where  the  compiler  speaks  most  tally  of  the  tribe  of 
Judah  because  David  belonged  to  it,  he  gives  more  information 
concerning  Levi  than  any  other.  Hastening  on  to  David  and 
the  kingdom  whose  centre  was  Jerusalem,  he  cannot  pass  over 
Levi  so  slightly  as  the  other  tribes;  because  the  Levitical 
worship  was  meant  to  be  a  leading  topic  in  his  history  of  Judah. 
In  accordance  with  this  scope,  we  find  most  attention  directed 
to  the  times  in  which  religion  prevailed  among  the  people ;  and 
to  the  men  who  were  most  active  in  purifying  the  people  from 
idolatry.  David,  Solomon,  Asa,  Jehoshaphat,  Joash,  Hezekiah, 
Josiah,  are  described  at  length,  in  relation  to  the  temple  and 
its  appointed  ordinances.  The  tabernacle  under  David,  and  the 
temple  with  all  pertaining  to  it,  the  preparations  for  its  build- 
ing, its  erection,  dedication,  repair,  re-opening,  and  purifying, 
are  dwelt  upon.  The  dark  times  of  prevailing  idolatry  and  the 
kings  who  promoted  it  are  rapidly  glanced  at ;  as  though  the 
writer  were  reluctant  to  look  at  them.  Thus  the  book  forms  a 
valuable  supplement  to  the  history  of  the  theocracy  given  in 
earlier  books. 

The  spirit  of  the  work  is  Levitical.  This  is  only  natural 
because  the  author  himself  was  a  Levite.  Besides,  the  spirit 
of  the  time  he  belonged  to  was  Levitical.  The  temple 
had  been  rebuilt.  The  old  worship  had  been  restored; 
and  the  people,  awakened  to  new  life,  directed  their  atten- 
tion to  that  which  reminded  them  of  their  former  greatness. 
Long-neglected  rites  reappeared  with  a  fresh  activity  that 
recalled  former  times.  The  writer  dwells  on  such  parts  of 
the  national  history  as  were  important  and  interesting  in 
the  eyes  of  his  contemporaries.  Ecclesiastical  institutions, 
usages,  and  ceremonies,  are  described  at  length.  His  stand- 
point is  an  ecclesiastical  one,  and  therefore  the  Levites  everv- 
where  occiipy  the  foreground,  while  the  prophets  are  in  tne 
distance.  There  is  an  absence  of  prophetic  inspiration.  And 
it  is  remarkable  that  a  title  is  given  to  the  older  prophets  which 

very  rarely  appears  in  the  other  historians — viz.,  H^T  or  HJll 
seer  (1  Chion.  ix.  22 ;  xxvi.  28 ;  xxix.  29 ;  2  Chron.  ix.  29 ; 
xii.  15 ;  xvi.  7 ;  xix.  2).  On  the  contra^  the  compiler  of 
Kings  presents  a  prophetic-didactic  one.  He  devotes  a  com- 
parativdy  smaU  space  to  accounts  relating  to  external  worship, 
and  dwells  particularly  on  the  cause  of  the  national  misfor- 
tunes— apostasy  of  their  fathers  from  the  true  God.  But  the 
Ghronist  lived  at  a  later  period  and  in  different  circumstances. 
He  looked  back  on  the  earlier  history  of  his  nation  with  feelings 
of  reverence  and  admiration.  It  appeared  great  in  his  eyes : 
everything  was  magnified  to  him  m  the  distance.  Hence  he 
presents  it  in  a  favourable  lights  or  passes  over  the  bad  lightly. 
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He  would  rather  set  forth  the  good  and  the  beautiful  .than 
the  vicious.  The  past  was  seen  by  him  and  his  contempo- 
raries in  a  brighter  light  than  by  the  writer  of  Kings;  all 
the  more  bright  in  consequence  of  the  political  position  of 
the  people.  The  peculiarities  of  the  compiler  of  Chronicles 
can  be  accounted  for  in  this  manner.  The  religious  as  well 
as  political  state  of  the  nation,  the  restored  worship  of  God, 
the  feelings  natural  to  those  who  looked  back  to  a  better  period 
of  their  country's  history,  the  cessation  of  the  prophetic  minis- 
try, and  the  efficacy  attributed  to  the  forms  of  external  wor- 
ship, must  have  had  a  peculiar  influence  on  the  general  view 
taken  by  his  contemporaries  of  their  history ;  which  view  is 
faithfiilly  reflected  by  the  writer.  He  represented  the  prevail- 
ing stand-point  of  his  day.  One  passage  will  put  the  writer's 
Levitical  tendency  in  a  prominent  manner  before  the  reader. 
In  2  Chron.  xxiii.  1-8  are  given  the  names  of  some  persons 
engaged  by  Jehoiada  in  his  conspiracy,  and  the  assembling 
of  the  Levites  out  of  all  the  cities  of  Judah.  The  parallel 
account  in  2  Kings  xi.  does  not  assign  the  same  distinction 
to  the  Levites  and  priests  as  the  Chronist  does.  ''A  third 
part  of  you  entering  on  the  Sabbath,  of  the  priests  and  of  the 
Levites,  shall  be  porters  of  the  doors"  (2  Chron.  xxiii.  4).  "Let 
none  come  into  the  house  of  the  Lord,  save  the  priests,  and  they 
that  minister  of  the  Levites;  they  shall  go  in,  for  they  are 
holy,"  etc.  (ver.  6).  **  The  Levites  shall  compass  the  king  round 
abouty  every  man  with  his  weapon  in  his  hand,"  etc.  (7).  "  The 
Levites  and  all  Judah,"  etc.  (8).  "  Jehoiada  the  priest  dismis- 
sed not  the  courses  "  (8).  There  is  nothing  in  the  parallel  pas- 
sage corresponding  to  these  duties  committed  to  priests  and 
Levites.  In  like  manner,  2  Kings  xi.  14  has  no  such  phrase  as 
that  in  2  Chron.  xxiii.  13,  "  also  the  singers  with  instruments 
of  music,  and  such  as  taus^ht  to  sins  praise."  "  The  priest  ap- 
pointed officers  over  the  house  of  the  Lord  "  (2  Kings  xi.  18) 
may  be  compared  with  "  Jehoiada  appointed  the  officers  of  the 
house  of  the  Lord  by  the  hand  of  the  priests  the  Levites,  whom 
David  had  distributed  in  the  house  of  the  Lord,  to  offer  the 
bumt-ofierings  of  the  Lord,  as  it  is  written  in  the  law  of  Moses, 
with  rejoicing  and  with  singing,  as  it  was  ordained  by  David. 
And  he  set  the  porters  at  the  gates  of  the  house  of  the  Lord, 
that  none  which  was  imclean  in  any  thing  should  enter  in" 
(2  Chron.  xxiii.  18,  19). 

VIII.  Apoloobtic  spirit  and  marroRicAL  GREBiBiLrrY. — ^The 
book  was  compiled  in  an  apologetic  spirit,  the  writer  having  been 
desirous  to  present  the  favourable  side  of  his  country's  history. 
Thus  in  1  Kings  ix.  21  it  is  said  that  the  children  of  Israel  were 
not  able  utterly  to  destroy  the  old  inhabitants  of  Canaan ;  but 
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in  2  Chron.  yiii.  8  the  statement,  is  softened  into  '*  whom  the 
children  of  Israel  destroyed  nof  Hence  many  of  the  bad  parts 
of  David's  conduct  which  are  honestly  related  in  the  books  of 
Samuel  and  Kings  are  here  omitted.  Thus  in  2  Sam.  yi.  13  it  is 
stated^  that  David  took  him  more  concubines  and  wives  out  of 
Jerusalem;  but  in  1  Chron.  xiv.  3  concubines  are  omitted,  and 
only  wives  given.  It  is  vain  to  deny  with  Bertheau  that  the 
former  word  has  not  been  purposely  omitted,  because  concubines 
are  mentioned  in  1  Chron.  iii.  9 ;  for  in  the  latter  place  concu- 
bines are  merely  spoken  of  in  connexion  with  their  sons,  to 
complete  a  list  of  David's  sons.  In  relation  to  the  same  king's 
crudity  to  the  Moabites  and  Ammonites  (2  Sam.  viii.  2 ;  xii.  31) 
the  Chronicle-writer  breaks  off  abruptly  (1  Chron.  xx.  3).  Hq 
passes  over  David's  adultery  and  Uriah's  murder,  as  also  his 
surrender  of  Saul's  posterity  at  the  desire  of  the  heathen 
Gibeonites  (2  Sam.  xxi.  1-11).  The  scene  between  him  and 
Michal  (2  Sam.  vi.  20-23)  is  omitted  that  nothing  should  be  said 
prejudicial  to  the  king.  In  the  divine  message  delivered  to 
David  by  Nathan,  the  words,  "if  he  commit  iniquity,  I  will 
chasten  him  with  the  rod  of  men,  and  with  the  stripes  of 
the  children  of  men,"  are  omitted,  as  giving  an  unfavourable 
part  of  the  promise  (1  Chron.  xvii.  13 ;  comp.  2  Sam.  vii.  14).  In 
tike  manner  Hezekiah's  humble  message  to  Sennacherib  to  desist, 
telling  him  that  he  would  bear  whatever  the  latter  should  put 
upon  him,  the  king  of  Assyria  naming  300  talents  of  silver  and 
thirty  talents  of  gold,  is  passed  over  because  the  writer  did  not 
wish  to  weaken  the  impression  of  the  wonderful  deliverance  of 
Judah  by  mentioning  the  misfortunes  of  Hezekiah  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  Assyrian  war.  And  it  was  not  creditable  to  Heze- 
Kiah  that  in  oraer  to  pay  the  sum  specified  by  Sennacherib  "  he 
cut  off  the  gold  &om  the  doors  of  the  temple  of  the  Lord,  and 
from  the  pillars  which  Hezekiah  king  of  Judah  had  overlaid, 
and  gave  it  to  the  king  of  Assyria"  (2  Elings  xviii.  14-16 ;  comp. 
2  Chron.  xxxii.  1).  The  judgment  pronounced  by  the  writer  of 
Kinffs  upon  Abijam,  "  he  walked  in  all  the  siuB  of  his  father, 
which  he  had  done  before  him"  (1  Kin^  xv.  3),  is  omitted  in 
2  Chron.  xiii.  2.  In  the  case  of  four  kmgs,  Joash,  Amaziah, 
TJzziah,  and  Jotham,  the  formula  is  suppressed,  "howbeit  the 
high  places  were  not  taken  away :  as  yet  the  people  did  sacrifice 
and  burnt  incense  on  the  high  places ;"  although  it  is  appended 
to  them  in  Kings.  It  is  not  mentioned  that  the  brazen  s^pent 
was  worshipped  in  Judah  till  its  removal  by  Hezekiah  (2  Eings 
xviiL  4).  The  last  two  examples  shew  a  tendency  in  the  writer 
to  speak  less  of  the  idolatry  of  the  people  than  preceding  his- 
torians. It  is  true  that  he  does  not  omit  to  mention  it  in  many 
places;  but  it  is  usually  in  such  a  coimection  as  treats  of  the 
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reformation  of  worship  and  pumshment  of  idolaters.  In  other 
cases  he  evinces  a  reluctance  to  speak  at  length  of  the  prevail- 
ing idolatries;  and  therefore  he  treats  of  them  very  sum- 
mmly,  as  in  the  case  of  Ahaz  (comp.  2  Chron.  xxviii.  23  with 
2  Kings  xvi.))  and  Josiah  (comp.  2  Chron.  xxxiv.  33  with  2 
Kings  xxiii.  4-20).  In  like  manner  the  section  relating  to 
Solomon  (1  Kings  xi.)  where  his  heathen  women,  his  idolatry, 
and  various  imfortunate  occurrences  of  his  reign  are  related,  is 
passed  over. 

The  Levitical  and  apologetic  partialities  of  the  writer  appear 
most  plainly  in  2  Chron.  xxiii.  compared  with  2  Kings  xi.  as 
has  b^n  already  intimated.  His  arbitrary  alterations  of  genuine 
history  for  the  purpose  of  exalting  his  order  are  unmistfiJ^eable. 
The  honour  due  to  the  Pretorian  guards,  as  we  learn  from  2 
Kings  xi.  is  here  given  to  the  Levites,  who  are  represented, 
very  improbably,  as-  having  been  gathered  out  of  all  the  cities 
of  Judah  by  the  captains  of  hundreds.  In  the  fourth  and  fifth 
verses  of  2  Chron.  xxiii.,  the  three  divisionfr  of  watchmen,  with 
the  exception  of  the  second,  are  converted  into  watchmen  of  the 
temple ;  whereas  in  2  Kings  xi.  6,  6,  they  are  watchmen  of  the 
king* B  palace  or  person.  Nothing  can  be  plainer  than  the  spirit 
of  the  Chronicle- writer  when  he  says :  "  but  let  none  come  into 
the  house  of  the  Lord  save  the  priests  and  they  that  minister 
of  the  Levites :  they  shall  go  in,  for  they  are  holy."  In  the 
parallel  passage  in  Kings,  neither  the  priests  nor  the  Levites 
appear;  but  the  manner  in  which  all  honour  is  here  assigned 
them  harmonises  with  the  general  tone  of  the  Chronicles.  In 
conformity  with  these  remarks  let  2  Chron.  xxiv.  6  be  com- 
pared with  2  Kings  xii.  6-8,  and  it  will  be  seen  how  slightly  a 
charge  of  embezzlement  against  the  Levitical  order  is  noticed 
— so  slightly  as  to  be  almost  suppressed.  In  1  Chron.  xviii.  17 
we  read  that  "  the  sons  of  David  were  chief  about  the  king," 
instead  of  priestSy  as  in  2  Sam.  viii.  18.  'me  Chronicle-writer 
could  endure  none  but  Levitical  priests.  In  vain  does  Movers 
try  to  shew  that  D^^H^  does  not  mean  priests  in  2  Sam.  but  a^- 

tanta  or  officers  of  the  court}  The  best  lexicographers  are 
against  him. 

Again,  the  kings  of  Syria  and  Israel  besieged  Ahaz  in  Jeru- 
salem; but  their  imdertaking  completely  failed  (2  Kings  xvi. 
5,  etc.  and  Is.  vii.  1,  4,  7,  viii.  10).  To  get  rid  of  his  enemies 
the  king  of  Judah  sent  the  treasures  of  the  temple  and  palace  to 
the  king  of  Assyria,  who  helped  him^  conquered  Damascus,  and 
slew  the  king  of  Syria.  But  according  to  the  Chronicles  (2 
Chron.  xxviiL  5,  etc.),  Ahaz  was  delivered  into  the  hand  of  the 

^  Xjritiflclie  TTntersachuDgeii,  n.  b.  w.  p.  301  et  seqq. 
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king  of  Syria  because  he  was  addicted  to  idolatry  and  ofEered 
his  children  to  Moloch.  A  great  multitude  of  the  Jews  were 
carried  away  captive  to  Damascus ;  the  king  of  Israel  also  slew 
in  one  day  120,000  valiant  men  of  Judah  and  took  200,000 
prisoners ;  the  Edomites  smote  Judah  and  carried  away  cap- 
tives ;  the  Philistines  invaded  the  cities  of  the  low  country  and 
of  the  south  of  Judah ;  the  king  of  Assyria  came  to  Ahaz  and 
distressed  him,  on  which  occasion  Ahaz  plundered  the  temple 
and  his  palace  to  send  the  treasures  to  the  king  of  Assyria,  but 
the  latter  helped  him  not.  Here  it  may  be  assumed  that  one 
expedition  of  the  kings  of  Syria  and  Israel  is  mentioned  in  Kings; 
another  in  Chronicles,  But  neither  history  contains  a  hint  of 
two  ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  the  Chronicle- writer  passes  over  the 
fortunate  events  of  Ahaz's  life,  making  the  unfortunate  ones  as 
prominent  as  possible.  In  any  case  two  expeditions  are  highly 
improbable.  According  to  2  Kings,  Ahaz  gets  a  new  altar 
made  for  the  temple,  after  the  pattern  of  one  he  had  seen  at 
Damascus ;  causes  it  to  be  put  in  the  place  of  the  brazen  one 
before  in  use,  that  the  high  priest  might  employ  it  for  sacrifice ; 
and  takes  away  various  articles  out  of  the  temple  to  purchase  the 
help  of  the  king  of  Assyria.  But  on  the  contrary,  according 
to  2  Chron.  xxviii.  22,  etc.,  Ahaz  sacrifices  to  the  gods  of 
Damascus  in  the  time  of  his  distress,  thinking  that  they  who 
had  smitten  him  might  help  him  (but  they  were  the  ruin  of  him 
and  all  Israel)  ;  shuts  up  the  doors  of  the  temple,  makes  altars 
in  every  comer  of  Jerusalem,  and  builds  high  places  in  every 
city  of  Judah  to  burn  incense  to  strange  gods.  When  he  dies 
he  is  buried  in  Jerusalem,  but  not  in  the  sepulchres  of  the  kings; 
whereas  the  books  of  Kings  state  that  he  was  buried  with  his 
fathers  in  the  city  of  David  (2  Kings  xvi.  20).  Such  varying 
accounts  of  Ahaz  in  the  Chronicles  and  Kings  can  hardly  be 
reconciled,  and  shew  a  tendency  in  the  Chronist  to  pourtray  his 
conduct  in  the  most  unfavourable  light. 

Still  farther,  the  Chronist's  account  of  Manasseh  is  so  unlike 
that  given  in  the  Kings,  as  to  excite  the  attention  of  the  critic 
and  awaken  grave  doubts  of  historical  fidelity  on  the  part  of  the 
former.  Two  facts  are  related  in  Chronicles  which  are  imno- 
ticed  in  Kings — viz.,  the  captivity  of  Manasseh  in  Babylon  and 
his  consequent  return  to  the  Lord  (2  Chron.  xxxiii.).  It  cannot 
be  said  that  the  mere  silence  of  the  King- writer  is  of  no  pre- 
judice to  the  credit  of  the  Chronist,  if  it  can  be  shewn  that  the 
accounts  of  the  one  are  irreconcilable  with  those  of  the  other. 
His  reforming  measures,  as  narrated  in  2  Chron.  xxxiii.,  do  not 
hang  well  together  with  those  of  2  Kings  xxi. ;  for  according  to 
the  latter,  Amon  did  that  which  was  evil  in  the  sight  of  the 
Lord,  as  his  father  Manasseh  did;  he  walked  in  all  the  way  thai 
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his  father  walked  in ;  served  the  idols  that  his  father  served  and 
worshipped  them,  etc.  There  is  no  indication  of  his  having 
restored  the  idols  which  his  father  had  removed,  as  is  said  of 
Manasseh  in  relation  to  Hezekiah.  When  Josiah  began  his 
reforms  he  found  idolatry  widely  spread,  just  as  it  is  described 
in  2  Kings  xxi.  3,  etc. ;  whereas  it  is  related  in  the  Chronicles 
that  Manasseh  took  away  the  strange  gods  and  the  image  of 
Astarte  out  of  the  temple,  and  all  the  mars  that  he  had  built, 
and  cast  them  out  of  the  cily.  In  agreement  with  this .  lan- 
guage, Josiah  commanded  to  be  brought  out  of  the  temple  all 
the  vessels  made  for  Baal,  and  for  Astarte,  and  for  all  the  host 
of  heaven,  and  burned  them  out  of  Jerusalem;  beating  down 
and  destroying  the  altars  which  Manasseh  had  made  in  the  two 
courts  of  the  temple.  There  is  no  conceivable,  rational  explana- 
tion for  the  omission  of  Manasseh's  reforms  by  the  writer  of  the 
Kings ;  especially  as  he  must  have  himself  lived  very  near  the 
time.  If  he  did  pass  them  by  for  some  imknown  reason,  we 
should  expect  to  find  an  allusion  to  them  in  some  contemporary 
or  later  prophet,  as  is  the  case  with  regard  to  other  facts, 
described  by  the  Ghronist  alone.  But  neither  in  Zephaniah, 
nor  in  Jeremiah,  do  we  find  a  corroborative  hint.  The  contrary 
is  implied  in  Jeremiah's  language  (xv.  4  ;  vii.  30,  etc. ;  xvi.  11, 
etc.).  From  a  consideration  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
we  must  conclude  the  alleged  reform,  and  consequently  the  re- 
pentance of  Manasseh,  to  be  unhistorical.  In  relation  to  the 
captivity  of  Manasseh  in  Babylon,  some  critics  who  reject  the 
alleged  fact  of  his  repentance  and  reforms,  maintain  its  histori- 
cal reality;  such  as  Movers,  Thenius,  and  Bertheau.  The 
silence  of  the  writer  of  Kings  respecting  this  captivity  is  very 
unfavourable  to  the  idea  of  its  actual  existence.  That  so  im- 
portant an  event  is  omitted  in  those  books,  and  was  not  found  of 
course  in  the  historical  work  from  which  he  drew  his  materials, 
is  calculated  to  shake  our  faith  in  its  credibility.  Not  a  hint  of 
it  appears  in  2  Kings  xx.  17,  18,  though  that  is  the  natural 
place ;  for  there  the  word  0^)3  obviously  denotes  posterity,  not 
sons  proper  of  Hezekiah ;  and  it  is  contrary  to  the  manner  of 
the  compiler  of  Kings  to  give  a  prophecy  without  its  fulfilment. 
Hence  2  Chron.  xxxiii.  11  cannot  be  the  accomplishment  of  the 
prediction  in  2  Kings  xx.  17,  18.  The  latter  was  fulfilled  in 
the  time  of  Nebuchadnezzar  (Daniel  i.  2,  etc.).  Even  the  pas- 
sage in  Chronicles  does  not  say  that  other  sons  besides  Manasseh 
were  carried  away  into  captivity  and  made  eunuchs  in  the  palace 
at  Babylon,  or  that  Manasseh  himself  filled  an  ofiice  there ;  es- 
pecially as  there  was  no  king  of  Babylon  then,  according  to 
2  Chron.  xxxiii.  11.  Besides,  it  is  related  that  the  king  of 
Assyria  took  Manasseh  to  Babt/lon,  instead  of  to  hiB  own  capital,. 
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to  the  very  city  which  was  then  disposed  to  rebel  against  him. 
That  is  improbable.  And  who  reigned  in  Jerusalem  while 
Manasseh  was  prisoner  in  Babylon  ?  When  Jehoahaz  was  car- 
ried captive  to  Egypt  by  Pharaoh-necho,  the  latter  made 
Eiiakim  king  in  his  stead.  When  Nebuchadnezzar  carried  away 
Jehoiachin  he  made  Zedekiah  his  uncle  king  in  Judah  :  and 
when  Zedekiah  himself  was  subsequently  made  captive,  Gedaliah 
became  ruler  of  the  land.  But  when  Jmtnasseh  was.  taken  away, 
we  hear  neither  of  governor  nor  king  in  his  stead.  Again, 
there  is  an  indistinctaess  and  generality  in  the  words  of  Chro- 
nicles. "  The  Lord  brought  upon  them  the  captains  of  the  host 
of  the  king  of  Assyria,  which  took  Manasseh  among  the  thorns, 
and  bound  him  with  fetters  and  carried  him  to  Babylon."  The 
king  of  Assyria  is  not  named;  the  occasion  of  his  making 
Manasseh  captive  is  omitted;  no  governor  is  appointed  in  his 
stead.  "  The  Lord  brought  upon  them  the  captams;  of  the  host 
of  the  king  of  As^ria..'^  The  language  is  poetical :  "  they 
took  Manasseh  witn  hooks  and  bound  him  with  chains  and 
carried  him  to  Babylon"  (2  Chron.  xxxiii.  11),  reminding  one 
of  Ezekiel  xix.  4,  6>  9,  etc.  The  fao4  of  this  captivity  seems  to 
have  originated  in  an  inference  drawn  from  Isaiah  xxxix.  6,  7, 
and  Ezekiel  xix.  6,  etc 

Movers,  and  Thenius  appeal,  for  evidence-  of  the  historical 
credibility  of  the  fact,  to  the  writer's  finding  it  in  the  sources 
whence  he  drew  his  materials.  In  2  Chron.  xxxiii.  18,  19, 
reference  is  made  to  the  book  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and  to  the 
sayings  of  the  seers  (Hosai)  for  the  acts  of  Manasseh.  But  the 
Chronist  was  not  a  mere  compiler  bound  to.  the  historical  sources 
before  him  ;  he  used  them  freely  and  in  the  manner  of  his  time. 
The  book  of  the  kinffs  of  Israel  was  not  very  much  older  than 
his  own  work ;  at  all  events  there  was  sufficient  time  between 
the  period  of  Manasseh  and  the  composition  of  the  Chronicles 
for  the  influence  of  tradition  in  dressing  out  the  older  history, 
and  enlarging  it  with  apocryphal  additions. 

Many  critics,  Movers,  Keil,  Havemick,  Duncker,^  Ewald^ 
refer  to  Ezra  iv.  2,  and  bring  Manasseh- s  captivity  into  con- 
nexion with  the  statement  there  made — viz.,  that  Esarhaddon 
carried  away  settlers  from  Babylonia  and  upper  Asia  to  Samaria, 
and  may  on  that  occasion  have  subjugated  Judah,  taking  Ma- 
nasseh prisoner.  We  cannot  perceive  the  connexion  between 
Esarhaddon's  transplanting  settlers  out  of  other  countries  into 
Samaria,  and  his  undertaking  a  warlike  expedition  against 
Palestine.  All  that  can  be  inferred  from  the  hct  of  his  re- 
moving inhabitants  from  the  eastern  parts  of  his  kingdom  to 

1  Oetchichte  d.  AlterUiiim.  II. 
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Samaria  is,  that  he  had  previously  conquered  their  people.  If 
it  be  thought  that  the  testimony  of  Abydenus  (in  Eusebius's 
Ghron.  Armen.^),  favours  a  war  of  Esarhaddon  in  Palestine  when 
we  read  that  Axerdis  got  possession  of  Egypt  and  the  interior 
parts  of  Syria  {partesque  interiores  Syriae\  it  should  first  be 
shewn  that  Axerdis  and  Esarhaddon  are  identical^  and  that  the 
phrase  inner  parts  of  Syria  refers  to  a  conquest  of  Jerusalem. 
This  is  impossible. 

On  reviewing  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  it  appears  to 
us  that  the  alleged  captivity  of  Manasseh,  as  well  as  his  repent- 
ance, is  imhistorical.  The  carrying  away  of  Jehoiachin  and 
Zedekiah  to  Babylon,  furnished  a  pattern  for  the  alleged  event. 
It  is  strange  that  Thenius  and  Ewald  uphold  the  credit  of  the 
Ghronist  on  this  point,  thou^  they  impugn  it  so  frequently  in 
other  places.  Movers  and  Bertheau  naturally  defend  it  here. 
Gbaf  has  fully  shewn  the  imtenableness  of  both  facts.^ 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Chronicles  are  inferior  to  the 
books  of  Samuel  and  Eings  in  their  historical  contents.  Hence 
when  the  accounts  are  contradictory,  the  older  books  are  com- 
monly preferable.  Perhaps  some  of  his  sources  were  not  in 
all  respects  trustworthy,  and  following  them  he  was  misled. 
Tradition  had  influenced  them  unfavourably  in  progress  of 
time ;  as  we  know  that  it  is  always  moulding  the  history  of 
a  nation,  more  prejudicially  in  proportion  to  the  length  of 
time  which  has  elapsed  since  the  events  narrated  took  place. 
Such  tradition  had  affected  various  parts  of  the  history  in 
the  interval  between  the  writer  of  Xings  and  the  compiler 
of  Chronicles.  The  latter  of  course  followed  it ;  and  his  ma- 
terials suffered  in  value  according  to  the  nature  of  the  tradi- 
tion acting  upon  them.  Whether  he  himself  derived  some 
things  directly  from  oral  tradition  is  imcertain.  In  the  ab- 
sence of  data,  it  would  be  rash  to  pronounce  an  opinion. 
There  is  no  good  reason  for  denying  mm  such  liberty,  or  for 
thinking  it  unworthy.  But  the  chief  use  he  made  of  tradition 
in  its  incorporation  with  written  sources  was  indirect.  There 
he  could  not  separate  it,  even  if  he  would,  from  the  genuine 
historical  elements ;  and  therefore  he  related  things  as  he  found 
them  already  represented.  In  some  instances,  the  document 
before  him  seems  to  have  been  unintelligible,  and  therefore  it 

fave  rise  to  an  incorrect  statement  on  the  part  of  the  Chronist. 
hus  in  2  Kings  xiv.  7  we  read  of  Amaziah,  that  he  slew  of 
Edom  in  the  valley  of  Salt,  10,000,  and  took  Selah  by  war, 
giving  it  another  name.  But  in  2  Chron.  xxv.  11  we  read,  that 
after  smiting  10,000  in  the  valley  of  Salt,  he  and  his  men  car- 

^  Page  25,  ed.  Mai.  *  Studien  und  Kritiken  for  1859,  p.  467  et  seqq. 
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lied  away  other  10^000  captives  and  brought  them  to  the  top  of 
the  rock,  and  cast  them  down  headlong  from  the  top  or  it. 
Here  one  is  tempted  to  think,  that  the  rock  has  been  made  out 
of  Fetra  or  Selah  in  2  Kings  xiv.,  and  that  the  10,000  captives 
have  sprung  from  the  other  10,000 ;  for  it  is  a  suspicious  cir- 
cumstance that  the  prisoners  should  be  equal  in  number  to  the 
slain, 

K  it  be  asked  how  the  compiler  employed  his  sources,  the 
question  is  difficult  to  answer.  He  did  not  make  his  extracts 
from  them  verbally  and  slavishly.  In  other  words,  he  was  not 
a  mere  copyist  or  abridger  of  existing  accounts.  He  must  have 
used  them  freely  and  independently.  This  is  apparent  from 
the  way  in  which  he  has  spoken  of  some  things,  giving  them  a 
turn  which  they  could  not  have  had  in  his  sources,  enlarging 
them  with  fresh  particulars,  and  impressing  upon  them  his  own 
maimer.  Such  free  use  of  the  materials  before  him  indicates  a 
man  who  did  not  scruple  when  he  saw  fit  to  carry  his  own 
preferences  into  the  domain  of  his  narrative.  Thus  we  read 
only  in  2  Kin^  that  Ahaz  **  cut  off  the  borders  of  the  bases  and 
removed  the  laver  from  off  them,  and  took  down  the  sea  from 
off  the  brazen  oxen  that  were  under  it,  and  put  it  upon  a  pave- 
ment of  stones.  And  the  covert  for  the  sabbath  that  they  had 
built  in  the  house,  and  the  king's  entry  without,  turned  he  from 
the  house  of  the  Lord  for  the  Ung  of  Assyria."  But  in  2  Chron. 
xxviii.  24,  it  is  related  that  he  did  worse  than  this.  He  gathered 
together  tiie  vessels  of  the  house  of  God  and  cut  them  in  pieces, 
and  shut  up  the  doors  of  the  house  of  the  Lord.  Here  the 
writer  wishes  to  depict  in  strong  terms  Ahaz's  hatred  against 
the  temple-worship  of  Jehovah,  and  his  attachment  to  h^ithen 
idols.  Both  circumstances,  his  cutting  in  pieces  all  the  vessels 
of  the  temple  and  closing  the  doors  of  the  house  of  Jehovah, 
can  hardly  be  true,  because  it  is  expressly  intimated  that  the 
worship  of  God  still  continued  in  his  reign  (2  Kings  xvi. 
15,  etc.),  and  because  it  was  needless  to  close  up  the  temple 
after  making  altars  ^'in  every  corner  of  Jerusalem"  for  tiie 
worship  of  idols.  The  Chronist  has  here  intensified  his  dislike 
of  idolatry  by  painting  Ahaz  in  very  strong  lines.  Li  harmony 
with  what  has  lust  been  said,  Ahaz  is  said  m  2  Chron.  xxviii.  o, 
to  have  burnt  his  children  in  the  fire ;  whereas,  in  2  Kings  xvi.  3, 
we  find  the  singular,  his  son,  who  also  was  made  to  ''pass 
through"  the  fire :  whether  burnt  in  it  or  not  is  left  ambiguous. 

The  mode  in  which  Jehoiada  the  priest  takes  measures  for 
crowning  Joash  is  differently  related  by  the  Chronist  from  that 
in  Kings.  By  the  help  of  the  Levites  belonging  to  all  the 
cities  of  Judah  and  the  chief  of  the  fathers  of  Israel  the  young 
king  was  put  upon  the  throne.    So  the  Chronist  states.    But 
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the  same  thing  is  effected  by  Jehoiada  tlirough  the  instrumen- 
tality of  the  rulers  over  hundreds,  the  captains  and  the  guards 
according  to  the  writer  of  Bangs.  The  Levitical  partiality  of 
the  Chronicle- writer  appears  here  as  elsewhere  in  altering  the 
account  as  it  stands  in  Kings  (comp.  2  Ghron.  xxiii.  1-11  with 
2  Kings  xi.  4-12).  These  examples  may  serve  to  show  the 
general  credibility  of  the  accounts  contained  in  the  books  before 
us  so  far  as  they  are  parallel  with  those  in  Samuel  and  Kings. 
The  writer  usually  followed  his  sources  without  falsifying  them. 

It  cannot  be  maintained,  however,  either  that  his  sources  were 
always  as  good  as  those  followed  by  the  writer  of  the  Kings,  or 
that  he  reproduced  them  so  exactly  and  faithfully.  In  places 
where  his  narrative  contradicts  the  earlier  books,  it  is  almost 
always  less  reliable.  Thus  2  Chron.  xx.  36,  37,  states  that 
Jehoshaphat  joined  himself  with  Ahaziah  king  of  Israel  to  make 
ships  to  go  to  Tarshish :  and  they  made  the  ships  in  Ezion- 
gaber.  But  Eliezer  prophesied  against  him  for  this  alliance, 
predicting  t%e  shattering  of  the  ships,  which  came  to  pass 
accordin^y.  In  1  Kings  xxii.  48,  49,  it  is  stated  that  these 
ships  of  Tarshish  were  made  to  go  to  Ophir  for  gold,  but  went 
not,  because  they  were  broken  at  Ezion-gaber.  There  was  no 
alliance  between  Jehoshaphat  and  Ahaziah  in  the  expedition; 
for  when  the  latter  proposed  it,  Jehoshaphat  refused. 

In  2  Chron.  xxii.  8,  etc.  it  is  said  that  Jehu,  when  executing 
judgment  upon  the  house  of  Ahab,  found  the  princes  of  Judah 
and  the  sans  of  the  brethren  of  Ahaziah,  and  slew  them.  But  in 
2  Kings  X.  13,  they  are  said  to  be  the  brethren  of  Ahaziah.  In 
2  Chron.  xxi.  16,  17,  all  these  brethren  are  represented  as 
carried  off  by  the  Philistines  and  Arabians,  except  tne  youngest, 
Jehoahaz  or  Ahaziah,  which  disagrees  with  2  Kings  viii.  26, 
xi.  2;  And  when  the  Chronicle-writer  states  that  Ahaziah  was 
the  youngest  son  of  Jehoram,  this  could  hardly  be  the  case.  He 
Jwas  twenty-two  years  old  (not  forty-two,  as  stated  in  2  Chron. 
xxii.  2)  when  hi  began  to  reign.  Hi^  &ther  Jehoram  was 
thirty-two  years  old  when  he  began  to  reign  (xxi.  20)  and 
reigned  eight  years.  Thus  Jehoram  is  made  to  beget  Ahaziah 
when  he  was  seventeen  years  old,  and  yet  he  was  the  youngest 
of  forty-two ! 

In  2  Chron.  xxii.  9,  we  read  that  Ahaziah  was  concealed  in 
Samaria,  whence  he  was  brought  into  the  presence  of  Jehu,  and 
put  to  death.  But  2  Kings  ix.  27  relates  that  he  died  at 
Megiddo  of  a  wound  receiv^  in  his  chariot.  The  latter  is  the 
correct  account. 

According  to  2  Chron.  xi.  20,  Rehoboam  took  Maachah  the 
daughter  of  Absalom,  who  bare  him  Abijah.  This  agrees  with 
1  Kings  XV.  2.    But  it  does  not  agree  with  what  the  Chronist 
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elsewhere  states,  for  he  says  that  the  name  of  Abijah's  mother 
was  Michaiah,  the  daughter  of  Uriel  of  Gibeah  (2  Chron.  xiii.  2). 

In  2  Chron.  xy.  19,  we  read  that  there  was  no  war  unto  the 
thirty-fifth  year  of  Asa's  reign.  This  is  contrary  to  1  Kings 
XT.  16,  where  it  is  said  that  there  was  war  between  Asa  and 
Baasha  all  their  days.  Baasha  lived  only  to  the  twenty-seyenth 
year  of  Asa  (1  Kings  xy.  33). 

In  2  Chron.  xxxyi.  6,  we  read  that  Nebuchadnezzar  king  of 
Babylon  came  up  against  Jehoiakim,  and  bound  him  in  fetters, 
to  carry  him  away  to  Babylon.  This  does  not  agree  with 
2  Kings  xxiy.  6,  nor  with  Jeremiah  xxii.  18,  19,  xxxyi.  30, 
which  obyiously  knew  nothing  of  his  captivity.     The  infinitive 

with  lamed  13  v^H  p  to  lead  him,  must  mean  that  Jehoiakim  was 

actually  led  away,  qb  appears  from  a  comparison  of  IflM  H*'^ 

(Jer.  xxxix.  7)  with  ¥1^45^5  (Jer.  lii.  11,  and  2  Kings  xxv.  7J, 

The  Chroiust  probably  chose  the  indefinite  expression,  because 
he  perceived  that  his  account  was  inconsistent  with  the  pas- 
sages in  2  Kings  and  Jeremiah  just  specified.  This  also  ex- 
plains why  the  dea&  and  burial  of  Jehoiakim  are  omitted  by 
the  Chromst,  contrary  to  his  usual  manner.  The  alleged  fact  of 
Jehoiakim's  captivity  seems  to  have  arisen  from  confounding 
him  with  Jehoiachin.  Those  who  reconcile  the  fact  of  Jehoia- 
kim's being  carried  away  to  Babylon  (Chronicles),  with  his 
death  and  buridl  at  or  in  Jerusalem  (Kings  and  Jeremiah),  sup- 
pose that  he  returned  from  captivity  and  assumed  the  reins  of 
government  in  Jerusalem  as  a  vassal  of  the  Chaldeans,  drawing 
upon  their  imii^^ination  for  this,  since  the  Chronicles  do  not  hint 
at  a  return. 

According  to  2  SLings  xvi.  5,  etc.,  the  kings  of  Assyria  and 
Israel  marcn  against  Ahaz  and  besiege  him  in  Jerusalem  ;  but 
they  could  nat  overcame  him.  In  order  to  free  himself  from  his 
enemies,  the  king  of  Judah  sends  the  treasures  of  the  temple 
and  of  his  palace  to  the  king  of  Assyria  tcho  helps  him,  conquers 
Damascus,  and  kills  the  king  of  Syria.  But  2  Chron.  xxviii. 
5,  etc.,  makes  Ahaz  to  be  dehvered  up  to  the  king  of  Syria  who 
carries  away  a  great  multitude  captive  to  Damascus ;  the 
Edomites  smite  Judah  and  carry  away  captives ;  the  Philistines 
invade  the  cities  of  the  low  country  and  the  south  of  Judah ;  the 
king  of  Assyria  comes  against  Ahaz  and  distresses  him,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  the  latter  plimders  the  temple  and  his  palace 
to  send  the  treasures  to  the  king  of  Assyria,  who,  however,  help$ 
him  not.  Here  the  discrepancy  is  apparent  if,  as  is  most  pro* 
bable,  both  writers  refer  to  the  same  events  in  the  life  of  Ahaz. 
But  many  critics  make  two  different  campaigns  of  the  kings  of 
Syria  and  Israel  against  Ahaz,  though  neither  speaks  of  a  cam-- 
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paign.  They  differ  of  course  in  settling  whether  the  Chronicles 
speak  of  the  earlier  or  later  one.  We  agree  with  Gaspari,^  that 
both  treat  of  the  same  expedition,  though  not  with  his  settle- 
ment of  the  order  of  events,  nor  with  that  of  Bertheau.  One 
expedition  and  one  time  seems  to  be  intended,  and  therefore  the 
narratives  do  not  harmonise.  What  favours  their  identity  is 
the  circumstance  that,  if  the  Chronist  speaks  of  one  campaign 
and  the  writer  of  Slings  of  another,  the  former  presents  nothing 
but  disastrous  events  in  the  history  of  Ahaz,  omitting  the  pros- 
perous ones ;  while,  on  the  contrary,  the  latter  purposely  omits 
the  unfortimate  things  in  that  monarch's  reign,  and  narrates 
none  but  the  successful.  It  is  highly  improbable  that  the 
respective  writers  confined  themselves  to  one  side  of  the  picture. 
To  assume  it  is  to  prejudice  the  historical  character  of  both. 

The  Chronist's  love  of  the  marvellous  appears  very  conspicu- 
ously in  2  Chron.  xx.  1-30,  in  which  the  destruction  of  the 
Moabites  and  their  allies  is  recorded.  According  to  the  declara- 
tion of  a  prophet,  Jehoshaphat  and  his  people  would  only  have 
to  stand  still  and  not  fight.  ''The  Lord  set  ambushments 
against  the  children  of  Ammon,  Moab,  and  mount  Seir,  which 
were  come  against  Judah.  And  they  were  smitten.  For  the 
children  of  Ammon  and  Moab  stood  up  against  the  inhabitants 
of  mount  Seir,  utterly  to  slay  and  destroy  them,  and  when  they 
had  made  an  end  of  the  inhabitants  of  Seir,  every  one  helped  to 
destroy  another."  Thus  the  enemies  of  Judah  exterminated 
one  another,  so  that  the  whole  plain  was  covered  with  dead 
bodies,  and  not  one  escaped.  The  word  translated  ambushments 
means  powers  or  angels  commissioned  by  God  to  bring  about  the 
destruction  of  the  army.    Of  course  this  caunot  be  true  history. 

It  speaks  favourably  on  behaK  of  the  Chronist's  general 
fidelity  that  he  has  in  some  cases  given  two  different  accoimts  of 
the  same  thing  which  he  found  in  his  sources ;  as  in  1  Chron. 
zxiii.  24-32,  compared  with  xxiii.  3,  it  being  slated  in  the  one 
case  that  the  Levites  were  to  do  service  in  the  house  of  the 
Lord  from  twenty  years  of  age  and  upwards ;  in  the  other,  &om 
thirty.  The  twenty-fifth  and  twenty-sixth  verses  show  why 
David  departed  from  the  legal  number  thirty;  and  therefore 
there  is  no  ground  for  endeavouring  to  find  some  method  of 
reconciling  the  varying  statements.  Both  numbers  are  given 
as  the  compiler  found  them. 

The  historical  character  of  the  book  has  been  most  impugned  in 
the  materiak  which  are  peculiar  to  themselves.  Here  the  Levi- 
tical  bias  of  the  writer  appears  very  strongly,  impregnating  them 
with  improbable  particulars.   But  it  should  always  be  recollected 

>  Ueber  den  Syriflch-ephraimitischen  Erieg  imter  Jotham  und  Abas,  p.  2S,  et  seqq. 
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that  the  author  being  himself  a  Levite,  and  taking  a  post-exile 
view  of  the  public  worship  of  Jehovah,  brings  before  the  reader 
arrangements  connected  with  divine  service  in  the  temple  :  that 
he  was  a  native  of  Judah — ^which  was  much  less  addicted  to 
idolatry  than  Israel — and  that  pious  kings  who  manifested  right- 
minded  zeal  for  the  glory  of  God  are  commended ;  while  the 
ruinous  consequences  of  idolatrous  practices  are  shewn.  The 
general  credibility  of  the  writer's  communications  may  be  safely 
asserted.  In  many  cases  they  can  be  confirmed  by  independent 
testimony.  Thus  the  victory  of  Asa  over  the  Etluopians  under 
Zerah  is  described  in  a  manner  accordant  with  the  historical 
relations  of  ancient  Egypt.  The  Ethiopiaos  marched  from 
Egypt,  and  thither  they  went  back.  Accordingly  it  may  be 
inferred  that  this  Ethiopian  king  possessed  Egypt,  and  therefore 
his  territory  extended  near  the  borders  of  !ralestine.  Hero- 
dotus relates  that  several  of  the  Egyptian  kings  were  Ethiopians. 
The  successive  and  minute  details  in  the  narrative  are  such  as 
bear  the  stamp  of  historical  truth,  not  of  fiction.  Thus  it  is 
said  that  Zerah  came  with  an  immense  army  as  far  as  Maresha. 
There  in  a  valley  called  Zephathah,  Asa  went  forth  to  meet 
the  Ethiopian,  wnom  he  smote  and  pursued  as  far  as  Gerar  on 
the  Egyptian  border.  He  also  des^oyed  all  the  cities  roimd 
about  derar,  and  found  in  them  very  much  spoil.  With  that 
spoil,  consisting  of  sheep,  oxen,  and  camels,  in  abundance,  he 
returned  to  Jerusalem ;  where  in  the  third  month  of  the  fifteenth 
year  of  Asa's  reign,  a  thank-offering  of  it  was  presented  unto 
the  Lord,  700  oxen  and  7,000  sheep.  And  it  is  expressly  stated 
that  the  strangers  out  of  Ephraim  and  Manasseh,  as  well  as 
out  of  Simeon,  came  to  the  festivity,  which  agrees  with  1  Kings 
XV.  17. 

The  invasion  of  Jerusalem  by  the  Philistines  and  Arabians  in 
the  reign  of  Jehoram  (2  Chron.  xxi.  16,  19)  is  confirmed  by 
Joel  iv.  6,  6.  The  Chronist  relates  that  they  carried  away  all 
the  substance  that  was  found  in  the  king's  house,  and  his  sons 
and  his  wives.  Although  it  is  not  said  that  they  plundered 
Jerusalem,  the  thing  is  plainly  implied.  To  this  Joel  alludes : 
''Because  ye  have  taken  my  silver  and  my  gold,  and  have 
carried  into  your  temples  my  goodly  pleasant  things." 

The  wars  of  Uzziah  and  Ahaz  against  the  Philistines,  as  des- 
cribed in  2  Chron.  xxvi.  6,  and  xxviii.  18  agree  with  Is.  xiv.  28, 
etc.,  and  Amos  vi.  2.  The  Chronist  mentions  the  important 
buildings  which  Uzziah  and  Jotham  imdertook  (2  Chron.  xxvi. 
6,  9 ;  xxvii.  4) :  so  does  the  prophet  Hosea  (viii.  14).  In  2  Chron. 
xxxii.  3-5  the  measures  taken  by  Hezekiah  to  strengthen  Jeru- 
salem against  Sennacherib  are  described.  He  stopped  the  foun- 
tains without  the  city  and  the  brook  (Kedron).     The  same  thing 
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is  described  by  Is.  xxii.  9,  11.  He  built  up  all  the  wall  that 
was  broken,  2  Chron.  xxxii.  5.  This  is  referred  to  in  Is.  xxii. 
9.  He  made  darts  and  shields  in  abundance,  2  Chron.  xxxii.  5, 
This  is  expressed  in  Isaiah  by  the  words,  ^'  Thou  didst  look  in 
that  day  to  the  armour  of  the  house  of  the  forest"  (Is.  xxii.  8). 

The  examples  now  given  create  a  favourable  impression  in  the 
reader's  mind  of  the  fidelity  of  the  Ghronist  in  the  sections  and 
particulars  peculiar  to  himself.  Yet  it  must  not  be  concealed 
that  there  are  serious  suspicions  against  his  accuracy  in  all 
places.  As  it  would  be  foolish  to  doubt  his  exactness  wherever 
he  narrates  something  new ;  so  it  would  be  hazardous  to  assert 
his  universal  trustworthiness  in  such  places.  The  latter,  we 
believe,  cannot  be  supported  any  more  than  the  former. 
Customs  and  usages  established  in  the  time  of  the.  writer  are 
sometimes  transferred  to  an  earlier  period.  Thus  in  1  Chron. 
xvi.  a  psalm  of  praise  is  represented  as  simg  by  David's  order, 
which  was  not  then  extant  in  its  present  state.  The  parts  of  it 
are  found  scattered  through  various  psalms.  Yerses  8-22  are 
from  cv.  at  the  commencement.  Yerses  23-33  are  from  xcvi. 
Yerses  34-36  are  from  the  close  of  cvi.  The  verbal  differences 
are  not  very  great,  nor  can  the  text  of  the  one  be  well  corrected 
by  that  of  the  other  source.  Two  suppositions  are  possible,  viz., 
that  the  poem  as  it  appears  in  Chronicles  is  the  original  of  cv., 
xcvi.,  and  also  of  cvi.  1,  47,  48.  This  is  the  view  taken  by 
Hitzig,  who  thinks  that  the  Chronicle-writer  composed  it  with 
the  help  of  some  earlier  psalms.^  In  favour  of  this,  it  may  be 
said  that  the  text  in  Chronicles  contains  the  earlier  and  original 
readings  ;  but  that  admits  of  exceptions,  though  as  a  whole  the 
text  is  certainly  the  more  original  one.  Anomer  hypothesis  is, 
that  the  psalm  as  it  is  now  was  made  by  the  church  out  of 
others  well  known,  for  liturgical  use.  Whether  the  Chronist 
himself  did  so,  or  whether  it  was  in  use  before  his  time,  is 
uncertain.  In  either  case  no  critic  pretends  that  either  the 
psalm  in  Chronicles,  or  those  from  which  it  was  made,  was  as 
early  as  the  time  of  David. 

In  the  twenty-eighth  and  twenty-ninth  chapters  of  1  Chron. 
it  is  not  difficult  to  see  that  the  historical  materials  have  been 
very  freely  elaborated  after  such  late  views  as  prevailed  in  the 
writer's  time.  The  main  facts  are  certainly  historical,  viz.,  that 
David  had  made  preparations  for  building  the  temple,  and  had 
given  to  Solomon  the  exact  plan  of  it,  as  well  as  many  definite 
injunctions  respecting  the  carrying  out  of  the  plan,  and  the 
making  of  the  holy  vessels.  But  a  good  deal  of  the  adventitious 
is  associated  with  the  historical  basis.     David's  solemn  addresses 

^  DioPaalmes,  u.  b.  w.  toI.  u«  p.  160. 
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in  both  chapters  are  but  the  drapery  in  which  the  writer  has 
clothed  certain  ideas  and  facts.  It  has  often  been  suspected 
that  in  the  list  of  the  Levites,  the  courses  of  the  priests,  the 
sinppers,  and  officers  of  the  Levites  minutely  described  in 
1  Chron.  xxiii.-xxvi.  later  arrangements  and  names  appear; 
so  that  more  is  attributed*  to  David's  organization  than  what 
actually  belonged  to  it.  Every  critical  reader  must  allow  that 
such  suspicions  are  well  foimded ;  since  the  evidences  of  tmhis- 
toricalness  in  the  accounts  are  plain.  It  is  true  that  many 
particulars  are  given  in  a  very  uncertain  way  by  the  Chronist, 
so  that  we  are  doubtful  respecting  their  intention  and  scope; 
but  Plough  appears  to  justify  the  assertion  that  the  organisation 
of  priests  and  Levites  assi^ed  to  David  cannot  be  looked  upon 
as  exact.  Thus  the  collective  positions  assigned  to  the  porters 
did  not  then  exist  as  a  whole ;  for  the  west  side  of  the  temple 
seems  to  have  had  no  door  before  the  captivity  any  more  than  it 
had  q/ter  it ;  and  adult  grandsons  of  Obed-Edom,  David's  con- 
temporary, are  represented  among  the  porters  separated  to  the 
office  by  David  (I  Chron.  xxvi.).  It  is  also  observable  that  the 
writer  speaks  or  24  head  porters  (1  Chron.  xxvi.  17-19)  and 
4000  porters  in  a  way  which,  compared  with  a  variety  of  cir- 
cumstances mentioned  in  his  work,  shews  that  he  distributed 
the  4000  among  the  24,  so  as  to  have  167  for  each,  i.e.  24  for 
each  day  of  the  week  imder  every  head  porter.  The  Chronist 
has  a  partiality  for  the  number  24.  In  the  present  instance 
it  has  been  shewn  hj  Herzfeld^  that  in  his  day  there  were 
only  19  divisions  of  porters,  to  which  he  annexed  five  addi- 
tional ones  out  of  the  family  of  Obed-Edom.  Thus  too,  24,000 
LevitLcal  overseers  are  assigned  to  the  time  of  David  (1  Chron. 
xxiii.  3),  and  twelve  times  24,000  Israelites  attributed  to  his 
service  on  the  same  arbitrary  principle.  We  must  therefore 
hold  that  the  compiler  has  taken  post-exile  arrangements  re- 
lating to  the  priests  and  Levites,  and  transferred  them  to  the 
time  of  David ;  not  indeed  in  the  form  in  which  they  existed  in 
his  own  day,  but  in  a  form  partly  of  his  own  invention.  By 
mingling  fiction  with  reality  ne  made  out  a  system  suitable,  as 
he  supposed,  to  the  regal  wisdom  of  David. 

We  nave  already  seen  the  writer's  partiality  for  genealogies, 
so  that  he  gave  some  twice.  The  same  tendency  to  repetition 
appears  in  the  historical  parts,  where  perhaps  we  may  find 
inadvertency  rather  than  design.  Thus  2  Chron.  i.  14-17  re- 
appears in  ix.  25-28 ;  and  2  Chron.  ii.  1  in  ii.  17.  In  both 
instances  the  latter  are  their  true  places.  It  would  be  rash  to 
found  on  these  few  cases  a  charge  of  negligence ;  though  a  vert/ 

*  Oeecbioliie  des  Y.  Israel,  toI.  i.  p.  887  et  seqq. 
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careful  writer  would  hardly  have  repeated  himself  in  the  manner 
indicated. 

IX.  SiATE  OF  THE  Tkxt. — ^The  state  of  the  text  in  Chronicles 
is  closely  connected  with  the  judgment  which  may  be  pro- 
nounced on  the  nature  of  the  contents.  If  the  text  be  regarded 
as  exceedingly  corrupt,  some  of  the  contradictions  and  dif- 
ficulties which  appear  in  the  narratives  may  be  easily  removed. 
But  if  the  text  be  taken  as  it  is  and  adhered  to,  inaccuracy  will 
often  lie  at  the  door  of  the  writer.  We  believe  that  the  text  is 
more  corrupt  than  that  of  any  other  sacred  book.  Transcribers 
have  made  more  mistakes  in  copying  it.  The  reasons  are  per- 
haps not  very  remote.  Wherever  numerous  proper  names 
occur,  there  is  greater  liability  to  err.  So  with  regard  to  num- 
bers ;  for  letters  alike  in  shape  being  used  as  numerals,  were 
easily  interchanged. 

The  following  variations  in  the  orthography  of  names  occur 
in  the  first  eleven  chapters.  Most  of  them  perhaps  originated 
with  transcribers.     Some  did  not. 


nsn  i.  6 

nty^trnn  i.  r 
u^ym  i.  7 

•l|B^a  i.  17 

hy^^j  i.  22 

B^IS*  L  35 
^SX  i.  36 
DDin  i.  39 

\h)i  i.  40 

^Bty  i.  40 

nDni.4i 
pyM.  42 

nV»  1,  46 

mn  i.  60 

^Bi.60... 

n^Sy  i.  51 

naTii-6... 

^n^Sa  ii.  9 

NVDB^  ii.  13 

^Nyajy^n  nn*  ii. 


17   .. 


nan  Oen.  x.  3 
E^^B^Tfl  Gen.  X.  4 
D^nn  Gen.  x.  4 
tS^O  Gen.  x.  23 

hy\)i  Gen.  X.  28 
{y^S*  Gen.  xxxvi.  5 
)SS!i  Gen.  xxxvi.  11 
ffii^n  Gen.  xxxvi*  22 
T]7}f  Gen.  xxxvi.  23 
ISB^  Gen.  xxxvi.  23 
HDH  Gen.  xxxvi.  26 
pSy\  Gen.  xxxvi.  27 
T\^)y  Gen.  xxxvL  35 
^TTI  Gen.  xxxvi.  39 
lye  Gen.  xxxvi.  39 

Tfwjf  Gen.  xxxvi.  40 
nar  Josh.  vii.  1,  17,  18 
aSa  1  Chron.  ii.  18 
naiy  1  Sam.  xvi.  9 

^SkIB^^H  2  Sam.  xvii.  25 
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"TN^iliu.  1    

MpDK' iii.  5    

TN^i^iii.  5    

VJy^hvi  iii.  6 

jn^Sw  iii.  8 

yWt^TQ  iii.  5 

htf^i  iv.  24 ;  Num.  xxvi.  12 
TT  iv.  24 
mjiv.  24 

mSSiv.  29 

TTin  iv.  29    

•jMiraiv.  30 

DtflD*«niT.  31 

♦tnan^aiv.  31  

D*1J«J'iv.31 

Dto^iv.  32    

*ia7  vi.  2 


•  •  •         •  •  • 


•  •  •         • 


•  •  •         •  • 


••«         •••         •••         ••• 


nn*Ti.6 

ITJ^  vi.  6 

J-Tm^vi.  6    ... 
7l«t?vi.  9 
n^Tp  vi.  9 
n^^HN  vi.  10 
*fiWvi.  11      ... 

nri3vi.  11 

3«»S«vi.l2... 
)S*nvi43  ... 
|B^vi.44      ... 

nbSyvi.  45  ... 

DS»p*vi.53... 
13y-nN  vi.  65 
l^rOvi.  66      ... 

mine'jj  vi.  66 

trip  vi.  57    ... 


••*      •«•      t*>      •• 


•  •  •      •  •  • 


•  •  •      •  • 


•••      •••      •••      ••■ 


•••      •••      •••      ••• 


« •      •  •  • 


«*t      •••      •■• 


•  •  •      •  •  • 


•  •  •      » » » 


•«•      •••      •■• 


•••      •••      t*« 


•    ••  !••  ••• 


•    •    •  •    •    • 


•    •    •  •    •    • 


t    •    •  •    •    • 


•    ••  •••  ••• 


tea  •!•  •« 


att'?^  2  Sam.  iii.  3 
jnDB'  2  Sam.  v.  14 
tSSyh^  2  Sam.  xi.  3 

jriB'^Sx  2  Sam.  v.  15 
jn*Sj?3  1  Chron.  xiv.  7 

pjrnn  2  sam.  xl  3 

hiW  Gen.  xlvi.  10 ;  Ez.  vi.  15 

yiy  Num.  xxvi.  12 

im  Gen.  xlvi.  10 

rh^  Josh.  six.  3 

TTin/K  Josh.  xix.  4 

TirQ  Josh.  xix.  4 

riDID  TXn  Josh.  xix.  5 

niJoV  n*a  Josh.  xix.  6 

VTntff  Josh.  xix.  6 

iny  Josh.  xix.  7 

pJP  1  Chron.  zxiii.  7,  8 

^K»n*  1  Chron.  xxiii.  8 
n^iy  1  Chron.  vi.  26 
*3nK  1  Chron.  vi.  26 
W  1  Chron.  vi.  21 
nnij?  1  Chron.  vi.  21 
nna  1  Chron.  vi.  20 
ej^  vi.  20.    ejW  1  Sam.  i.  1 

ninvi.  19.     inniSanui.  1 

hnha  vi.  19.  ^nha  i  Sam.  i.  i 

7H  Josh.  xxi.  15 ;  comp.  xv.  61 
"y  Josh.  xxi.  16 

pa'jy  Josh.  xxL  18 
DntM  Josh.  xxi.  22 
piX^n-nt*  Josh.  xxi.  25 
pSi  Josh.  xxi.  27 
nTlB'ya  Josh.  xxi.  27 
\\'>\ffp  JosL  xxi  28 
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nifiNlvi.  58.. 
D3j;vi.  58      .. 

'TB'avi.  69  .. 
ppnvi.  60    .. 

]VSn  Ti.  61     . . 
DW"lp  Ti.  61 
13ia"lvi.  62    .. 
niOK^vi.  66.. 

n«^Svii.  1  .. 
ahti^  vii.  13 . . 

TaviL20    .. 

nnnvii.  20  .. 

naiSTvii.  32.. 
H*lHt<  viii.  1  . . 
niKviii.  3  .. 
JSTfiB^  viii.  6  . . 


n«aB'  viii.  32 

mjnn*  -dii.  36 

jnNnviii.36 
nfin  viii.  37 
»niy  ix.  4 
iV^  ix.  6 

n*iTn^  ix.  12 
npapa  ix.  16 

n^T  ix.  15 

n^nas  ix.  i6 

n^JJOB'  ix.  16 

^"Ijr  ix.  36 
YXn  xi.  12 

*mnKn  xL  12 


tWH'  Josh.  xxi.  29 
D*ii-}^  Josh.  xxi.  29 

SkK'S  Josh.  xxi.  30 

np9H  Josh.  xxi.  31 

TNT  nan  Josh.  xxi.  32 

inip  Josh.  xxi.  32 

nJOT  Josh.  xxi.  35 

nbT  Josh.  xix.  21 

n^S  Gen.  xlvi.  13 ;  Num.  xxvi.  23 

y\^'>  Num.  xxvi.  24.    3V  Gen. 

xlvi.  13 
ObB'    Gen    xlvi.   24;     Num. 

xxvi.  49 
T^a  Num.  xxvi.  36 
tnn  Num.  xxvi.  36 
nae'  1  Chron.  vii.  34 
DT*nN  Num.  xxvi.  38 
TW  Gen.  xlvi.  21 
Dfl^SB^  Num.  xxvi.  39.     Qggf 

1  Chron.  vii.  12.  D*BO  Gen. 

xlvi.  21 
QtVStff  1  Chron.  ix.  38 
mjr  1  Chron.  ix.  42 
jnnn  l  Chron.  ix.  41 
rVSn  1  Chron.  ix.  43 
rVT^  Neh.  xi.  4 
n^B'pa  Neh.  xi.  6 
nnX  Neh.  xi.  13 
T\''p'2p2  Neh.  xi.  17 
nai  Neh.  xL  17 
Niajr  Neh.  xi.  17 
jnOB'  Neh.  xi.  17 

'jN^aM  1  Sam.  ix.  1 
nil  1  Chron.  xxvii.  4 
*nnN  p  2  Sam.  xxiii.  9 


STATE  OF  THE  TEXT. 


Ill 


•  •  •  •  •  • 


•  •  •  »  •  • 


*i1fi3H  xL  11 

inon-m  my  xi,  ii . . . 

S^n-B'^N  xi.  22 

^niTin  mwr  xi.  27 

»3aDxi.  29    . 
•h)i  xi.  29     . 

"hn  xi.  30   . 

pm  xi.  32     . 
Sk^IM  xi.  32. 

^onnan  xi.  33 

«iB'-p  jwr  »i"iTn  DB'n  *i3 

nTin  xi.  34,  «  The  sons  of 
Hashem  tbe  Gizonite,  Jona* 
than  the  son  of  Shage  the 
Hararite." 
'T3B'  xi.  35    ... 

"pKitsn  ism  :  i^n  p  hsihn 

1  Chron.  xi.  35,  36,  "EU- 
phal  the  son  of  Ur,  Hepher 
the  Mecherathite." 

*3bBn  n^PIK  xi.  36        


•  •  «         •  •  « 


•  •  ■         I  •  • 


•  ■  •         I  •  t 


•  •  •         •  •  • 


•  •  •  •  •  • 


^iTNppWxi.  37 

pi  ^HN  7NV  xi.  38,  "  Joel  the 

brother  of  Nathan." 
♦nin  p  nnabxi.  38,  "  Mibhar 

the  son  of  Haggeri*" 


^jaann  2  Sam.  xxiii.  8 

WW!  Uny  2  Sam.  xxiii.  8 
*n  B^^N  2  Sam.  xxiii.  20 

^nnnn  najy  2  som.  xxiii.  25 

^toSsn  2  Sam.  xxiii.  26 
*iaa  2  Sam.  xxiii.  27 

pa^  2  Sam.  xxiii.  28 
a'?n  2  Sam.  xxiii.  29 
^TH  2  Sam.  xxiii.  30 
])2h}f  ''IM  2  Sam.  xxiii.  31 
^aman  2  Sam.  xxiii.  31 

2  Sam.  xxiii.  32,  33,  "  Ihe 
sons  of  Jashen,  Jonathan, 
Shammah  the  Hararite^" 

*1*lE^  2  Sam.  xxiii.  33 

^wyan  p  *aDn«-p  id'js^^n 

2  Sam.  xxiii.  34,  '^EUphelet 
the  son  of  Ahasbai,  the  son 
of  the  Maachathite.'* 

':hyn  Wnx  p  Djr'?«  2  Sam. 

xxiii.  34 
^3^n  .*nSJS  2  Sam.  xxiii.  35 
|n3  p  bNi*  2  Sam.  xxiii.  36> 

"  Igal  the  son  of  Nathan." 
"nSn    *J3    2  Sam.    xxiii.   36, 

"  Bani  the  Gadite." 


In  the  historical  part  similar  variations  occur,  though  they  are 
by  no  means  so  frequent  or  extensive ;  as. 


*1IJ^  Tin  1  Chron.  xviii.  3,  6,  7,  8 

HHUtD  1  Chron.  xviii.  8      

yjfT\  1  Chron.  xviii.  9 

D*tnn  1  Chron.  xviii.  10    


nrSJ  rnn  2  Sam.  via.  3,  etc. 
ntoa  2  Sam.  viii.  8 
^n  2  Sam.  viii.  9 
DnV  2  Sam.  viii.  10 
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^fiD  1  Chron.  xx.  4      ...     . 
13^  1  Chron.  xxi.  15...     . 

/NttE^  1  Chron.  xxiii.  16  . 
n*fi/E^  1  Chron.  xxiii.  18. 
nmiX  2  Chron.  iv.  17 
pnnSJ  2  Chron.  xxxiv.  20  . 
innTj;  2  Chron.  xxii.  6 


•  •  • 


tp  2  Sam.  xxi.  18 
niniN  2  Sam.  xxiv.  16 

biiy\^  1  Chron.  xxv.  4 
WaSe^  1  Chron.  xxiv.  22 
jPinX  1  Kings  vii.  46 
niaaV  2  Kings  xxii.  12 
^nnPIN  2  Kings  viii.  29 


In  determining  whether  either  parallel  text  in  these  instances  is 
corrupt,  and  if  so  which  is  the  original,  as  well  as  in  the  mode  of 
rectifying  the  corruption,  the  critic  feels  great  difficulty  ;  because 
it  is  impossible  to  avoid  taking  into  the  question  antecedent 
feelings  respecting  the  general  character  and  comparative  ac- 
curacy of  the  respective  writers.  Letters  having  been  used  as 
numerals  in  ancient  times,  one  letter  was  often  mistaken  for 
another  by  transcribers,  and  hence  many  corruptions  got  into 
the  text.  The  following  list  will  shew  that  the  specification  of 
numbers  must  sometimes  be  rectified  in  the  text  of  the  Chro- 
nicles. Not  that  the  parallel  numbers  in  Samuel  and  Kings 
are  always  right.  On  tne  contrary,  those  in  the  Chronicles  are 
sometimes  right  when  they  are  wrong.  An  example  of  this 
appears  in  2  Chron.  iL  17,  where  the  overseers  of  Solomon 
appointed  to  superintend  the  work-people  in  the  stone  quarries 
and  on  Lebanon,  is  given  3,600  ;  whereas  in  1  Kings  v.  16,  it  is 
3,300.  The  former  allows  of  one  overseer  for  every  fifty  men ; 
the  whole  number  being  180,000.  The  latter  does  not  har- 
monise with  the  proportion  of  one  to  fifty.*  In  every  case  the 
probabilities  in  favour  of  the  number  in  Chronicles,  or  in  the  cor- 
responding passage  in  other  historical  books,  should  be  carefully 
weighed,  and  a  judgment  be  made  accordingly.  We  shall 
merely  indicate  tne  differences,  without  pointing  out  in  the 
individual  cases  which  number  is  right.  And  it  ought  to  be 
remarked,  that  all  the  numbers  given  should  not  be  pronounced 
corrupt  or  attributed  to  transcribers.  We  believe  that  not  a 
few  of  them  are  now  as  they  were  at  first;  even  though  they 
seem  incrediblv  large,  or  are  opposed  to  the  corresponding 
numbers  elsewhere.  It  is  easy  to  explain  away  their  largeness 
by  assuming  that  there  has  been  an  error  in  transcription ;  but 
this  proceeds  on  an  a  priori  theory  of  inspiration  which  is  base- 
less, having  none  other  ground  in  its  favour  than  the  wish  of 
him  who  would  persuade  himself  that  the  minutest  points  in  the 


1  See  Bmisen's  Bibelwerk.  Erste  Abfheiltmg,  zweyter  Theil,  p.  216. 
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Bible  history  were  infallibly  correct  aa  they  came  from  the 
inspired  authors. 

What  we  wish  to  convey  to  the  reader  by  the  following  list 
of  discrepant  numbers  is  the  tact,  that  there  are  some  corrupt 
tions  in  the  text  of  the  Chronicles  where  numbers  are  given. 


Jair  had  23  cities  in  Gilead  (1  Chron. 
Si.  23). 

Jashobeam,  one  of  David's  mighty 
men,  slew  300  at  one  time  (I  Chron.  xu 
U). 

The  famine  proposed  by  Gad  to  David 
is  said  to  have  lasted  three  yean  (1 
Ghzon.  xzi.  12). 

When  David  numbered  the  people 
Judah  had  470,000  men  (1  Chron.  xxL 

Solomon  had  4,000  stalls  (2  Chron. 
iz.  26). 

Jehoiachin  was  eight  yean  old  when 
he  became  hing  (2  Chron.  xxxvi.  9). 

David  slew  of  the  flying  Aramaeans 
7,000  men  who  fought  in  chariots  (1 
Chron.  liz.  18). 

The  snm  of  the  people  numbered 
under  David  amounted  to  1,100,000 
(1  Chron.  xzi.  6). 

David  bought  the  threshing-floor  of 
Oman  for  600  shekels  of  gold  (1  Chron. 
xzL26). 

At  the  building  of  the  temple  Solomon 
had  3,600  overseen  (2  Chron.  n.  2). 

The  brazen  sea  contained  3,000  baths 
(2  Chron.  iv.  5). 

The  ships  of  Solomon  brought  from 
Ophir  460  talents  of  gold  (2  Chron.  viii. 
18). 

Ahaxiah  was  forty-two  yean  old  when 
he  began  to  reign  (2  Chron.  zziL  2). 


He  had  30  cities  (Judges  z.  4). 
Jashobeam  slew  800  (2  Sam.  T-Hii  s). 


It  lasted  seven   yean   according   to 
2  Sam.  zxiv,  13. 


Judah  had  500,000   according  to  2 
Sam.  zziv.  9. 


He  had  40,000  according  to  1  Kings 
iv.  26. 

He  was  eighteen  yean  old  according 
to  2  Kings  zziv.  8. 


He  slew  700  according  to  2  Sam.  z. 


18. 


It  amounted  to  800,000  according  to 
2  Sam.  zziv.  9. 


He  gave  for  it  50  shekels  of  sUver 
according  to  2  Sam.  zziv.  24. 

He  had  3,300  overseen  according  to 
1  Kings  V.  16. 

It  contained  2,000  baths  according  to 
1  Kings  vii.  26. 

They  brought  420  talents  according  to 
1  Kings  iz.  28. 

He  was  twenty-two  yean  old  accord- 
ing to  2  Kings  viii.  26. 


According  to  1  Chron.  xxii.  14,  David  gave  for  the  building  of 
the  temple  100,000  talents  of  gold  (500,000,000/.),  and 
1,000,000  talents  of  silver  (363,000,000/.).  Besides  according 
to  xxix.  4,  he  gave  out  of  his  private  purse  3,000  talents  of  gold 
of  Ophir  (21,600,000/.)  and  700  talents  of  sQver.  The  nobles 
of  the  kingdom  also  gave  6,000  talents  of  gold,  and  10,000 
drams  (darics),  10,000  talents  of  sUver,  18,000  talents  of  brass, 
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100,000  talents  of  iron  (xxix.  7).  These  added  together  make 
an  incredibly  large  sum,  which  Beinke  reduces  by  conjecturing 
that  letters  representing  smaller  numbers  were  exchanged  for 
others  signifying  the  present  large  ones.  Keil  makes  arbitrary 
assumptions  for  the  same  purpose.  It  is  impossible  to  take  the 
numbers  in  their  literality:  they  are  exaggerated  and  hyper- 
bolical, like  the  loose  langua^  employed  by  persons  who  talk 
extravagantly  of  thousands  oi  pounds,  without  thinking  of  the 
true  yalue  of  numbers. 

A  similar  example  occurs  in  2  Chron.  xvii.  14,  etc.,  where 
Jehoshaphat  king  of  Judah  is  said  to  have  had  an  army  of 
1,160,000  men,  while  Adnah  the  chief  had  300,000 ;  Jehohanan 
the  next  to  him,  280,000 ;  Amasiah,  200,000 ;  Eliada,  200,000 ; 
Jehozabad,  180,000.  Besides  these,  the  king  put  numbers  in 
the  defenced  cities  throughout  all  Judah.  In  this  instance 
corruption  is  again  assumed. 

A  third  example  of  the  same  kind  is  in  2  Chron.  xiii.  3,  17, 
where  Abijah  led  forth  to  battle  400,000  men,  and  Jeroboam, 
king  of  Israel,  800,000.  600,000  are  said  to  have  fallen.  The 
kingdoms  of  Judah  and  Israel  could  scarcely  have  contained  so 
many  fighting  men ;  nor  could  so  many  have  been  slain  in  one 
battle. 

A  similar  example  is  in  2  Chron.  xxviii.  6,  8,  where 
Pekah,  king  of  Israel,  is  said  to  have  slain  120,000  men  in  one 
day,  and  to  have  carried  away  captive  200,000  women  and 
children,  into  Samaria. 

The  causes  of  corruption  have  been  more  manifestly  and 
extensively  in  operation  in  the  text  of  the  Chronicles  than 
perhaps  in  the  text  of  any  other  Old  Testament  book.  Thus 
much  may  be  safely  allowed ;  and  we  believe  that  the  specimens 
given  contribute  to  render  the  opinion  probable.  At  the  same 
time,  we  cannot  adopt  the  view  of  those  critics  who  act  in  re- 
lation to  the  text  of  Chronicles  the  part  of  out-and-out-apolo- 
gists, having  recourse  to  the  hypothesis  of  corruption  to  account 
for  every  difficult  or  improbable  phenomenon,  that  occurs. 
The  most  conspicuous  of  these  apologists  in  the  department  of 
numbers  is  Reinke.^  Movers  goes  too  far  in  the  same  direction, 
and  even  Bertheau.  Why  should  transcribers  and  others  have 
been  so  very  careless  or  imskilful  in  the  books  of  Chronicles 
compared  with  the  other  Scriptures  P  Why  should  corruptions 
be  accumidated  there  and  not  elsewhere  P  Is  it  not  an  obvious 
improbability  that  there  should  be  a  very  great  disproportion 
between  the  corruptions  in  Chronicles  and  in  the  other  books  P 
The  assumption  that  there  is  an  error  in  the  text  wherever  there 

^  Beitriige  nr  Erklorong  dee  alten  Testsments,  Abhandbung  L 
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IB  somethmg  inexplicable,  improbable,  or  exaggerated,  implies  a 
oertain  theory  of  inspiration  which  unplulosophically  overrides 
bating  phenomena,  instead  of  being  exclusively  derived  from 
them  in  the  only  shape  they  indicate.  It  is  very  common  for 
«ach  as  claim  to  be  conservative  in  theology  to  violate  the 
known  principles  of  criticism  by  meddling  with  the  text  when  it 
Itoidfi  in  the  way  of  their  prepossessions.  Professing  to  be  very 
orthodox  on  the  subject  of  inspiration  (though  it  is  better  to  be 
Scriptural  than  orthodox),  they  are  heterodox  on  the  subject  of 
the  text  which  lies  at  the  basis  of  all  theology. 

X.  Date  and  Author.  —  1.  The  history  contained  in  the 
work  is  brought  down  to  the  termination  of  the  exile  in  Babylon, 
when  Cyrus  issued  a  decree  encoura^ng  the  Jews  to  return 
and  rebuild  the  temple  in  Jerusalem.  This  may  be  assigned  to 
the  year  535  b.c.  And  there  are  marks  of  a  still  later  age. 
Thus  in  1  Chron.  iii.  19-24,  the  genealogy  of  the  sons  of  Zerub- 
babel  appears  to  be  carried  down  to  the  third  generation. 
Shemaiah  the  son  of  Shechaniah  was  contemporary  with  Nehe^ 
miah  (JSeh,  iii.  29).  One  of  the  sons  of  Shemaiah  was  Neariah, 
one  oi  Neariah's  three  sons  was  EUoenai,  and  Ellioenai's  seven 
sons  are  enumerated.  In  this  manner  the  genealogy  comes 
down  to  nearly  300  b.c.  or  at  least  to  330.  We  admit  that  the 
list  is  by  no  means  easy  of  explanation.  It  is  far  from  being 
clear,  and  hence  it  has  been  variously  interpreted.  According 
to  R.  Benjamin  and  the  LXX.  there  are  nine  descents  from 
Jesaiah  (vcr.  21)  to  Johanan,  so  that  the  history  reaches  to  270 
B.C.  Zunz's  calculation  (260  B.C.)  amounts  to  nearly  the  same 
tirne.^  Ewald  again  reckons  the  succession  from  Zerubbabd  as 
containing  about  six  generations,  viz.,  1.  Zerubbabel.  2.  Hana- 
niah.  3.  Shechaniah.  4.  Shemaiah.  6.  Neariah.  6.  Elioenai. 
7.  Hodaiah.  He  assumes  from  150-200  years  after  Zerubbabel 
and  Joshua,  and  so  obtains  the  termination  of  the  Persian 
dynasty  or  the  beginning  of  the  Grecian,  i.e,,  830-320  B.C.* 
^is  coincides  with  the  date  already  given. 

But  notwithstanding  our  probable  calculation  founded  on 
such  view  of  the  gen^ogical  register  as  appears  most  natural, 
there  are  modes  of  bringmg  it  within  the  period  defined  by 
Hengstenberg  and  Havemick  as  the  antecanonical  one,  i.e.,  400 
B.C.  Both  Movers  and  Havemick  contrive  to  make  the  writer 
of  Chronicles  a  younger  contemporary  of  Nehemiah  by  assuming 
that  the  genealogy  stops  with  Hananiah's  two  sons,  Pelatiah 
and  Jesaiah;  the  author  appending  to  these  names  single  in- 
dividuals of  David's  posterity.  It  is  supposed  that  after  those 
grandsons  of  Zerubbabel  there  is  another  parallel  genealogy  of 

*  Gotteedienstliclieii  Yortrilge  der  /udeti,  p.  31. 
>  QeBchichte  dei  Yolkes  LdtmI,  t(^  i  pp.  229,  230. 
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returned  exiles,  whose  relation  to  Zerubbabel  is  not  stated. 
Shemaiah,  a  contemporary  of  Zerubbabel,  as  is  conjectured,  has 
his  family  renter  carried  down  four  degrees  ;  as  far  as  his  first 
grandsons.  Hence  those  critics  bring  the  re^ster  to  about 
400  B.c.^  The  view  given  is  very  ingenious.  But  it  is  more 
ingenious  than  correct;  for  it  is  tolerably  clear  from  Neh.  iii. 
29  that  Shemaiah  was  not  the  contemporary  of  Zerubbabel  but 
of  Nehemiah ;  and  if  he  were  so,  he  lived  ninety  years  later  than 
Zerubbabel.  Movers  and  Havemick  put  him  somewhere  about 
530,  that  is  in  Zerubbabel's  time;  but  he  must,  as  a  contem- 
porary of  fTehemiah,  be  placed  about  440  b.c.  The  explanation 
of  these  two  scholars  would  not  readily  suggest  itself  to  the 
reader  of  1  Chron.  iii.  21.  Surely  it  is  most  natural  to  carry 
forward  the  genealogy  there,  just  as  it  is  continued  in  the  pre- 
ceding and  subsequent  verses ;  even  though  the  mode  of  expres- 
sion be  varied. 

Another  way  of  disposing  of  the  genealogy  in  order  that  it 
may  not  interfere  with  a  late  date  of  the  Chronicles,  is  by  as- 
suming its  posterior  origin.  It  did  not  proceed  from  the  author 
of  Chronicles,  but  was  subsequently  inserted  by  another  hand. 
How  arbitrary  this  hypothesis  is,  we  need  not  indicate.  It  dis- 
poses of  a  difficulty  very  conveniently,  arid  that  is  all.  There 
IS  not  the  least  ground  for  it.  It  should  therefore  be  as  sum- 
marily dismissed  as  it  is  advanced ;  though  sanctioned  by  the 
respectable  names  of  Yitringa,  Heidegger,  Carpzov,  and,  ap- 
parently Eeil. 

2.  The  employment  of  a  word  which  has  been  thought  to 
mean  Danes  (1  Chron.  xxix.  7)  introduced  by  the  compiler  into 
the  history  of  David,  shews  that  he  wrote  at  a  time  when  the 
name  and  use  of  the  coin  had  become  familiar.  If  the  term 
really  mean  Bartcs,  as  Gesenius  and  others  think,  it  brinss  us 
far  down  into  the  Persian  period.  Others  incline  to  the  opinion 
of  Ewald,  who  supposes  the  word  in  question  to  be  merely 
the  Greek  Spajmrj;  if  so,  the  writer  must  have  lived  after 
Alexander  the  Great,  when  Greek  money  became  current.  The 
term   TTf^  meaning  a  palace  or  temple  (1  Chron.  xxix.  1,  19) 

does  not  necessarily  limit  the  time  to  the  Persian  dynasty.  It  is 
used  in  Nehemiah,  Esther,  and  Daniel. 

3.  It  is  commonly  admitted  that  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  originally 
formed  one  work.  And  we  shall  shew  that  the  book  of  Ezra 
was  connected  at  first  with  the  Chronicles ;  so  that  all  three 
belonged  to  the  same  compilation.  If  this  be  so,  the  notices 
bearing  on  the  time  of  composition  of  the  Chronicles  found  in 
Ezra  and  Nehemiah  are  legitimate.     In  Nehemiah  xii.  11  Jad- 

'  See  Moven'  EritiBche  TTntereuchun^n  ueber  der  biblische  Chronik,  pp.  29,  80 ; 
and  Hayemick's  Einleitung  II.  i.  p.  266  et  seqq. 


DATB  AKB  AT7TH0B.  117 

dua  is  the  last  in  tlie  list  given  of  high  priests.  He  lived  in  the 
time  of  Alexander  the  Great.  The  line  is  carried  down  no 
farther ;  and  therefore  we  may  presume  that  he  was  contempo- 
rary with  the  compiler  of  the  book  of  Nehemiah.  Again,  com* 
positions  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  were  used  by  the  compiler  of 
the  works  called  after  them ;  whence  it  may  be  inferred  that 
the  compiler  lived  a  considerable  time  posterior  to  those  writers. 
Besides,  he  speaks  of  the  time  of  Ezra  and  I^ehemiah  as  one 
long  past  (Neh.  xii.  26,  47).  The  manner  too  in  which  Cyrus 
and  his  successors  are  constantly  called  "  Persian  kings/'  shews 
that  the  Greek  dynasty  had  begun  (Ezra  L  1 ;  iv.  5).  Thus 
the  earlier  part  of  the  Greek  dominion  is  the  probable  date. 

4.  The  orthography,  style,  and  language  point  to  a  very  late 
period.  The  Hebrew  tongue  had  greatly  degenerated,  and  was 
nearly  dead.  The  style  of  the  booK  betrays  a  want  of  skill  and 
aptitude  in  the  uae  of  words,  like  what  is  observable  in  Daniel. 
In  the  use  of  Aramaean  forms  and  later  expressions,  the  com- 
piler must  be  placed  by  the  side  of  Esther  and  Ecclesiastes. 

5.  Its  position  in  the  list  of  canonical  books  favours  its  late 
origin.  It  is  true  that  they  are  not  arranged  iu  chronological 
order ;  but  how  can  we  account  for  Chronicles  being  put  last  of 
all,  among  the  Hagiographa,  on  the  supposition  that  the  book 
was  written  before  the  last  prophet  died,  or  the  canon  was 
finally  closed  by  Ezra  and  his  contemporaries,  as  some  believe  P 
Wh  V  was  it  not  placed  among  the  historical  books,  after  those 
of  tne  £ings  for  example  P  Why  was  it  not  put  among  the 
earlier  propheiieal  books  in  the  Jewish  sense  of  that  epithet ; 
that  is,  where  Samuel  and  Kings  are  disposed. 

On  the  whole,  we  are  compelled  by  all  internal  evidence  to 
place  the  compilation  of  Chronicles  much  later  than  Josephus's 
date  for  the  close  of  the  canon  (424  b.c.)  ;  or  even  400,  where 
Movers  is  desirous  to  fix  it.  It  comes  nearer  to  300  than  400 
B.C.  This  fact  will  be  clear  to  any  one  who  examines  the  whole 
work  carefuUy  and  closely,  comparing  it  with  the  books  of 
Samuel  and  ^^ngs,  as  also  with  I^hemiah.  But  it  may  escape 
the  superficial  reeAet  who  is  acquainted  with  nothing  more  than 
the  English  version,  and  even  with  that  imperfectly.  Accord- 
ingly the  best  judges  of  Hebrew  history  and  diction,  Gesenius, 
B^rtholdt,  Gramberg,  De  Wette,  Ewald,  Zunz,  Bertheau,  all 
bring  it  down  later  than  400  B.C.  And  we  presume  that  the 
opimon  of  such  men  is  immeasurably  superior  in  value,  on  such 
a  subject,  to  that  of  Dahler,  Keil,  Movers^  Welte,  and  Haver- 
nicL 

The  name  of  the  compiler  is  unknown.  De  Wette  thinks 
that  he  belonged  to  the  priests.  Rather  does  he  seem  to  have 
been  one  of  the  singers  in  the  temple  at  Jerusalem;  for  he 
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speaks  mucli  of  them  and  the  porters,  shewing  a  minute  ac- 
quaintance with  their  employments  and  position.  His  official 
character  led  him  to  collect  with  care  all  accounts  relating  to 
the  Levites,  and  to  <«peak  at  length  of  them  wherever  there  waa 
irn  opportunilr.  The  Letitical  mclination  is  much  more  pro- 
minent than  the  prieatly ;  and  therefore  Ewald  is  right  in  sup- 
posing that  he  was  a  Levitical  musician.^ 

Many  have  regarded  Ezra  as  the  author.  This  opinion  was 
held  by  various  Kabbins,  ecclesiastical  fathers,  and  older  theolo- 

glans.  In  more  modem  times  it  was  advocated  by  Pareau^ 
ichhom,  and  K«l.  In  favour  of  it  the  last-named  critio 
adduces  the  identity  of  the  termination  of  the  Chronicles  with 
the  commencement  of  Ezra.*  Here  however  it  is  assumed  that 
Ezra  wrote  the  book  which  bears  his  name — a  view  which  is 
decidedly  wrong,  as  will -be  shewn  hereafter.  The  great  simi- 
larity of  diction  is  also  adduced  in  favour  of  identity  of  author- 
ship^ This  is  correct,  but  proves  nothing  for  Ezra's  authorship. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  the  argument  derived  from  the  fre- 
quent citation  of  the  law,  with  the  same  formula,  as  b^B^S 

(1  Chron.  xxiii.  31 ;  2  Chron.  xxxv.  13 ;  xxx.  16  ;  Ezra  iii.  4) ; 
as  also  to  that  founded  upon  the  love  for  copious  descriptions 
of  ihe  arrangements  connected  with  public  worship,  with  the 
temple  music,  and  songs  of  the  Levites  in  standing  liturgical 
formulae ;  for  genealogies  and  public  registers.^  Till  it  be  first 
shewn  that  the  book  of  Ezra  proceeded  from  the  scribe  himself, 
these  analogies  between  it  and  Chronicles  fail  to  establish  the 
position  that  Ezra  wrote  the  latter  work.  They  are  just  analo- 
gies, corroborating  identity  of  authorship,  not  ^jrra-authorship* 

lliere  is  not  the  least  foundation  for  believing  that  the  com- 
piler lived  at  Babvlon.  The  use  of  such  language  as,  **  the 
treasures,  all  these  he  brought  to  Babylon"  (2  Chron.  xxxvi.  18) 
does  not  favour  the  idea  that  the  wnter  was  there  ;  because  the 
words,  ''  many  brought  gifts  to  the  Lord  to  Jerusalem"  (2  Chron. 
xxxii.  23)  would  also  shew  that  the  writer  was  himself  at  Jeru- 
salem^  the  same  verb  occurring  in  both  places.  When  it  is 
written  ''  the  king  of  Syria  brought  Israel  to  Damascus"  (2  Chron. 
xxviii.  5)  it  does  not  follow  from  the  use  of  the  verb  that  the 
writer  was  at  Damascus  himself. 

XI.  Elijah's  lktter  in  2  Chron.  xxi.  12-15.  —  Many 
shifts  have  been  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the 
Chronicle- writer's  statements,  which  imply  that  Elijah's  letter 
was  sent  to  Jehoram,  after  he  had  been  translated.  It  is  indeed 
stated  apparently  that  Jehoram  began  to  reign  during  the  life- 
time of  his  father  (2  Kings  viii.  16)  ;  and  in  the  same  verse  that 

1  GeschiclLte  dm  Y.  Iiroel,  toI.  i.  p.  23fi.  *  Einleit.,  p.  439.  )  lUd. 
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Ids  reign  eommenoed  in  the  fiftli  year  of  Jehoram  of  Israel.  In 
2  Kings  iii.  1  compared  with  1  fings  xxii.  42,  it  is  said  that 
Jehoahaphat  did  not  die  till  the  seventh  year  of  Jehoram  of 
Israel.  This  would  lead  to  the  inference  that  Jehoram  reigned 
two  years  jointly  with  his  fSather  Jehoshaphat ;  and  so  he  was 
sole  king  889-883  B.a  But  in  2  Kings  i.  17  it  is  implied  that 
he  reigned  along  with  his  father  five  years,  leaving  three  for  his 
individual  sovereignty.  Yet  his  reign  is  dated  in  several  places 
^firom  ths  death  of  his  father  Jehoshaphat  (1  Kin^  xxii.  51 ; 
2  Ghron.  xxi.  1,  5,  20) ;  so  that  there  must  be  a  mistake  some* 
where,  probably  in  2  Kings  viii.  16  where  the  words  bfiB^WI 

mVl*    !?&  are  omitted  in  the  Complutensian  and  Aldine  Septu- 

agint,  the  Peshito,  the  Heptaplar  Syriao  of  Paris,  the  Arabic^ 
many  MSS.  of  the  Yulgate,  various  codices  of  Kennieott  and 
De  Kossi,  and  a  number  of  early  editions  of  the  Hebrew  text 
One  thing  is  pretty  certain,  that  Elijah  survived  the  time  of 
Jehoram's  joint  reign  with  his  father,  if  such  co-regency  b^ 
admitted.  But  there  are  strong  grounds  against  the  joint* 
sovereignty ;  and  even  if  it  were  true,  it  does  not  clear  up  the 
chronology  of  the  time,  but  rather  introduces  into  it  a  mw 
element  of  disturbance  connected  with  the  duration  of  Ahab's 
reign.  We  are  persuaded*  with  Thenius  and  others,  that  the 
supposition  of  Jehoram's  association  with  his  father  in  the  king^ 
dom  is  untenable  and  baseless.  Jehoram's  murder  of  his 
brethren  must  have  taken  place  qfter  he  became  sole  king ;  and 
the  successioA  of  events  as  given  in  2  Kings  makes  it  all  but 
certain,  that  according  to  the  compiler  of  those  books,  Elijah, 
was  alive  when  that  murder  happened ;  whereas  the  Chronicle^, 
writer  supposes  his  previous  deatn.  There  is  no  ground  for  a9-: 
sorting  that  Jehoshaphat  occupied  himself  for  the  last  six  or 
seven  years  of  his  life  in  conducting  wars  against  Moab,  etc., 
while  Jehoram  the  son  ruled  at  Jerusalem.  To  quote  2  Chron. 
xix.  4-11  for  this  hypothesis,  is  perfectly  gratuitous.  In  like 
manner,  it  is  a  baseless  assumption  that  Elijah  survived  till  the 
sixth  year  of  Jehoram's  reign ;  and  that  the  letter  was  sent  by 
the  prophet  to  him  in  the  first  or  second  year  of  his  reign.  As 
long  as  the  letter  is  passed  by  in  the  books  of  Kings,  we  doubt 
its  existence,  because  the  compiler  who  speaks  of  it  would  lead 
US  to  infer  that  it  was  written  after  the  prophet's  translation-— 
at  least  right  chronology  unavoidably  tends  to  that  conclusion. 

In  any  case,  the  form  of  the  letter  shews  that  it  was  not 
written  by  Elijah  himself.  It  speaks  of  the  death  of  Jehoram's 
sons  differently  from  2  Kings  x.  13 ;  though  it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  Chronist  narrates  the  death  of  his  sons  as  the  author  of 
the  Kings  does.     Only  in  one  place,  however,  does  he  this,  viz., 
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2  Chron.  xxil.  8 ;  for  in  xxi.  17  their  death  is  described  in  a 
manner  similar  to  that  of  the  letter.  The  epistle  is  brief  and 
general — different  from  what  we  should  expect  of  the  prophet 
in  the  circumstances. 

XXL  2  Samuel  xxit;  1  Chron.  xki. — The  narratiye  in 
2  Sam.  xxiy.  and  1  Chron.  xxi.^  respecting  David's  conduct  in 
numbering  the  people,  and  the  judgment  that  followed  it,  has  a 
mythic  envelope  wnich  should  be  stripped  off  before  the  plain 
historical  facts  be  properly  perceived.  The  intentions  oi  the 
king  seem  to  have  bteen  to  form  a  standing  army.  Wishing  to 
enlarge  his  empire  by  vast  conquests,  and  forgetting  that  he 
shoula  be  contented  with  the  defence  of  his  territory,  he  pro- 
posed the  substitution  of  a  standing  army  for  the  military  police 
in  operation.  The  attempted  innovation  was  both  contrary  to 
the  mw  of  Moses  and  impolitic.  Joab  himself  disapproved  of  it, 
because  the  consequences  were  likely  to  be  dangerous.  A 
people  accustomed  to  afiTriculture  could  scarcely  have  had  such  a 
yoke  imposed  upon  them  without  dissatisfaction,  because  it 
would  take  away  from  the  soil  the  necessary  labourers.  The 
measure  was  not  entirely  a  ciml  one,  since  it  was  entrusted  to 
a  military  commission  under  Joab,  and  supported,  as  it  seems, 
by  a  strong  detachment  of  troops ;  for  we  read  of  pitching  in 
iuroer,  etc.  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  6).  Tne  king^s  views,  however,  were 
not  carried  into  effect,  because  a  pestilence  broke  out,  carrying 
away  many ;  and  Gad  took  occasion  to  indicate  in  the  public 
calamity  the  chastis^nent  of  Ood  offended  with  the  monarch's 
presumptuous  proceedings.  David  listened  to  the  prophet's 
advice ;  and  in  older  to  appeaae  the  Deity,  erected  an  altar  for 
sacrifice  on  the  threshing-floor  of  Araunah>  on  mount  Moriah. 
whither  the  plague  had  not  come* 
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I.  Union  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. — The  books  of  Ezra  and 
Nehemiah  have  been  regarded  as  one  by  the  Jews  from  an  early 

Eriod.  They  are  so  reckoned  by  Josephus  and  the  Tahnua. 
.  the  lists  of  canonical  writings  giyen  by  Origen,  the  council 
of  Laodicea,  Hilary,  and  Melito  of  Sardis,  they  are  treated  in  the 
same  way,  and  called  the  Book  of  Ezra.  In  the  LXX.  and 
Vulgate  they  are  separated  as  the  first  and  second  book  of 
Ezra.  In  the  present  Hebrew  text  and  ancient  yersions  the 
second  has  a  title  of  its  own,  which  separates  it  from  the  first ; 
ihe  icards  of  Nehemiah  the  9on  of  Sachalxah.  At  what  time  the 
separation  took  place  cannot  be  ascertained.  Origen  speaks  of 
it ;  in  the  list  oi  the  council  of  Laodicea  Esdras  first  and  second 
is  mentioned;  and  Jerome  was  acquainted  with  the  diyision. 
Our  Hebrew  Bibles  still  bear  eyidence  of  the  Masoretic  number- 
ing of  both  as  one,  for  they  haye  no  remarks  at  the  close  of 
Ezra. 

II.  Contents. — ^The  present  book  of  Ezra  is  diyided  into  two 
parts,  yiz.,  chaps.  i.-yi.  and  yii.-x.  The  former  contains  the 
history  of  the  exiles  who  returned  under  Zerubbabel  and  Jeshua, 
from  the  first  year  of  Cyrus  till  the  completion  of  the  temple  in 
the  sixth  year  of  Darius  Hystaspis's  reign.  The  second  has 
notices  of  the  return  of  the  second  company  under  Ezra,  and  his 
proceedings  in  Jerusalem.  The  first  chapter  commences  with  the 
proclamation  of  Cyrus  for  the  restoration  of  the  temple  at  Jeru- 
salem. Inyited  by  the  monarch  of  Persia  to  return  to  their 
natiye  land,  the  Jewish  captiyes  prepared  to  go  back,  taking  with 
them  yessels  of  gold  and  silyer,  and  whateyer  precious  things 
their  neighbours  willingly  offered.  Cyrus  ordered  his  treasurer 
to  bring  out  the  sacred  yessels  which  Nebuchadnezzar  had  carried 
away  from  Jerusalem  and  placed  in  the  temple  of  his  own  gods, 
and  giye  them  to  Shesh-bazzar,  t.^.,  Zerubbabel,  the  prince  of 
Judah  (chap.  i.).  This  is  followed  by  a  list  of  the  persons  who 
returned  with  Zerubbabel ;  arranged  as  common  people,  priests,' 
LeyiteSy  singers,  children  of  the  porters^  Nethinims,  chiloren  of 
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Solomon's  servanta.  In  addition  to  these,  were  others,  both 
common  Israelites,  and  priests  who  could  not  shew  their  gene- 
alogy ;  the  latter  of  whom  were  excluded  by  Zerubbabel  from  the 
sacerdotal  class.  The  whole  congregation  together  is  said  to 
have  amounted  to  42,360,  beside  7,337  servants  and  maids,  and 
200  caravan  assistants.  The  number  of  their  beasts  of  burden 
is  also  stated ;  and  ihen  the  amount  of  coatributions  made  by 
the  chief  of  the  fathers  towards  the  erection  of  the  sacred  house 
(chap.  ii.). 

The  third  chapter  shews  how  the  returned  captives  observed 
the  feast  of  tabernacles.  Under  the  direction  of  Jeshua  the  son 
of  Jozadak,  and  Zerubbabel  the  son  of  Shealtiel,  an  altar  was 
erected  for  burnt-offerings,  on  which  they  began  to  present 
sacrifices  from  the  first  day  of  the  seventh  month.  Immediately 
after,  workmen,  including  Tynans  and  Sidonians  who  broughtr 
cedars  from  Lebanon  by  sea,  were  hired;  and  in  the  seoond 
month  of  the  second  year  of  the  return  to  the  holy  city,  the 
foundations  of  the  new  temple  were  laid.      On  this  occasioa 

Eeat  rejoicinff  was  manifested.     But  many  of  the  priests  mA 
ivites  and  chief  of  the  fathers  that  had  seen  the  first  hoDaQ 
wept  with  a  loud  voice  (chap.  iii.). 

The  adversaries  of  Judah  and  Benjamin,  who  are  usually  sup- 
posed to  be  the  colonists  settled  in  the  country  by  Esarhaddon, 
hearing  of  the  rebuilding  of  the  temple  proposed  to  take  part  is. 
the  work.  Not  being;  accepted,  they  endeavoured  to  hinder  thet 
building,  and  succeeded  in  their  object  during  all  the  days  of 
Cyrus.  In  the  reign  of  Cambyses  they  continued  their  opposi- 
tion. In  the  days  of  Artaxerxes  a  letter  was  addressed  to  him,, 
informing  him  that  the  Jewish  colonists  were  rebuilding  the 
rebellious  city,  and  on  its  completion  would  xetuao  to  pay  toll  or 
tribute,  to  the  injury  of  the  royal  revenue ;  requesting  also  that 
search  might  be  made  among  the  national  archives  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  the  character  of  the  city  in  the  past.  A^ 
cordingly  the  king  caused  instructions  to  be  sent  to  the  pro- 
vincial officers  to  stop  theproceedings  at  Jerusalem  till  further 
orders  should  be  issued.   Thus  the  work  was  hindered  (chap.  iv.). 

In  the  second  year  of  Darius,  the  people,  encouraged  by  the 
prophets  Haggai  and  Zachariah,  recommenced  the  building  of 
the  temple,  under  the  direction  of  Zerubbabel  and  Jeshua.  But 
they  were  interrupted  by  the  Persian  local  officers,  and  queo- 
tioned  respecting  their  authority.  The  work,  however,  did  not 
cease.  The  Persians  wrote  to  Darius  respecting  the  matter, 
telling  him  what  they  had  said  and  the  answers  of  the  Jews  to 
their  questions,  requesting  that  search  should  be  made  into  the 
truth  of  the  facts  alleged  bv  the  colonists.  Search  was  madd 
(UKiordingly ;  and  a  decree  of  Cyrus  was  found,  authorising  thei 


reBtoration  of  the  temple,  as  well  aa  of  the  sacred  yessels  which 
Nebuchadnezzar  had  carried  away ;  the  expense  of  the  rebuild- 
ing to  be  defrayed  out  of  the  royal  treasure.  A  new  decree  was 
made  for  the  furtherance  of  the  work ;  all  farther  obstruction 
was  to  cease ;  and  even  victims  for  their  sacrifices  were  ordered 
to  be  supplied.  Thus  favoured,  the  Jews  proceeded  to  build; 
and  at  length  the  work  was  finished  on  the  third  day  of  Adar, 
in  the  sixth  year  of  Darius  Hystaspis'  reign.  A  joyous  festival 
was  kept  at  the  dedication :  the  passover  too  was  observe  oxk 
the  fourteenth  day  of  the  first  month  (chaps,  v.  vi.). 

It  is  remarkable  that  the  history  is  continued  in  the  Ghaldee 
language,  after  the  letter  to  the  kmg  by  Behum  the  chancellor 
and  Smmshai  the  scribe  had  been  given  in  that  dialect  (chap, 
iv.)  throughout  a  long  passage ;  and  that  it  terminates  abruptly 
at  the  eighteenth  verse  of  the  sixth  chapter,  the  Hebrew  being 
resumed  in  the  nineteenth  verse. 

In  the  reign  of  Artaxerxes,  Ezra  went  up  from  Babylon  to 
Jerusalem,  the  king  having  granted  him  all  he  requested* 
Accompanied  by  various  Israelites,  he  arrived  at  the  city 
on  the  fifth  month  in  the  seventh  year  of  Artaxerxes.  The 
letter  given  him  by  the  king,  in  the  original  Chaldee,  permitted 
as  many  aa  pleased  to  accompany  him  to  Judea,  recit^  that  he 
was  sent  *^  to  enquire  concemmg  Judah  and  Jerusalem,"  as  well 
as  to  cariT  the  silver  and  gold  which  the  king  and  his  coun- 
sellors had  spontaneously  offered  to  the  God  of  Israel,  with  9JI 
the  silver  and  gold  he  could  find  in  the  province  of  Babylon, 
and  the  WwiU  offering  of  the  people  and  priests.  He  was 
also  to  deliver  safely  the  sacred  vessels  given  him  for  the  service 
of  the  temple.  All  the  treasurers  beyond  the  river  were  to  deliver 
to  Ezra  a  quantity  of  silver  within  certain  limits,  wheat,  wine, 
oil,  and  salt  without  measure.  None  of  the  priests  and  Levites, 
singers,  porters,  Nethinims,  or  ministers  of  the  house  of  God 
were  to  be  charged  toll,  tribute,  or  custom.  Ezra  was  also 
authorized  to  appoint  magistrates  and  judges,  and  to  punish 
off^iders  (vii.  1-26).  He  subjoins  a  few  words  of  praise  to 
Jehovah  for  all  this  favour ;  and  states  that  he  had  gathered 
together  out  of  Israel  leading  men  to  go  up  with  him.  A  list 
and  the  number  of  his  companions  is  then  given  who  encamped 
beside  a  river.  When  he  came  to  inspect  them,  he  found  none 
of  the  family  except  priests,  and  thereKure  sent  to  Iddo  the  chief 
for  Levitical  servants.  Having  proclaimed  a  fast  at  the  river 
of  Ahava,  to  implore  the  divine  protection,  he  selected  twelve 
chief  priests,  to  whose  care  he  entrusted  the  sacred  vessels  and 
other  property.  On  the  twelfth  day  of  the  first  month  the  band 
departed  from  the  river  of  Ahava,  arrived  safely  at  Jerusalem, 
and  offered  burnt-offerings  with  a  sin-offering  to  the  God  of 
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Israel  Having  delivered  the  king's  commissions  to  his  lieu- 
tenants and  governors  on  this  side  the  river,  the  work  of  reli* 
gious  reformation  advanced  (vii.  27-viii.). 

After  this  the  princes  presented  themselves  before  Ezra,  com- 
plaining that  the  people  generally  had  contracted  marriages 
with  the  surrounding  idolaters.  Ajstonished  and  deeply  af&icted 
at  this  intelligence,  he  praved  fervently  to  Jehovah,  confessing 
the  sins  and  perversity  of  the  people.  After  finishing  this 
prayer,  accompanied  with  great  weeping,  a  large  congregation 
assembled  about  him,  and  Shechaniah  proposed  that  they  should 
make  a  covenant  with  God  by  dismissing  their  foreign  wives 
and  the  children  bom  of  them;  which  Ezra  made  them  all 
swear  to  do.  Ezra,  mourning  and  fasting,  caused  proclamation 
to  be  made,  requiring  that  all  should  repair  to  Jerusalem  within 
three  days  under  pain  of  confiscation  of  property,  and  excommu- 
nication. Agreeably  to  this  summons  they  assembled  at  the  ap- 
pointed time ;  and  all  sat  in  the  street  of  the  house  of  God  trem- 
bling. Being  exhorted  by  Ezra  to  make  confession  to  the  Lord 
God  and  to  separate  themiselves  from  the  people  of  the  land  and 
foreign  wives,  they  all  consented  to  do  so ;  but  as  the  weather 
was  rainy  and  the  work  could  not  be  dgne  in  a  day  or  two,  it 
would  be  better  to  have  appointed  times  at  which  aU  the  guilty 
persons  should  come  before  the  rulers,  accompanied  by  the  elders 
of  the  respective  cities  and  the  judges.  The  business  was  thus 
formally  nnished  in  three  months.  A  list  is  given  of  the  priests, 
Levites,  singers,  porters,  and  common  people,  who  had  married 
foreign  wives  (ix.,  x.). 

III.  The  number  of  sacred  vessels  grrATED  to  have  been 

TAKEN  FROM  THE  TeMPLB  BY  NEBUCHADNEZZAR. — In  Ezra  i. 

7-11  the  sacred  vessels  which  Nebuchadnezzar  had  carried  away 
at  several  times  from  the  temple  are  enumerated  as,  30  chargers 
of  ffold,  1000  of  silver,  29  Imives,  30  cups  of  gold,  410  suver 
double  cups,  and  1000  other  vessels.  The  whole  number  is 
given  as  5,400 ;  whereas  the  sum  of  those  specified  is  only 
§,499.  The  pseudo-Ezra  mentions  1,000  cups  of  gold  and  1,000 
of  silver,  29  silver  knives,  30  chargers  of  gold,  and  2,410  chargers 
of  silver,  with  1,000  other  vessels;  making  together  5,469. 
JosephuB  makes  up  the  number  5,400  from  50  g(uden  and  500 
silver  vessels,  40  golden  and  500  silver  drinkmg  vessels,  50 

f  olden  and  500  silver  buckets,  30  golden  and  300  silver  cups, 
0  golden  and  2,400  silver  chargers,  and  100  other  large  vessels. 
Both  the  apocryphal  Ezra  ana  Josephus  arbitrarily  alter  the 
Hebrew.     The  number  5,400  is  exaggerated. 

lY.   Ll^    OF   THE    NUMBERS   OF    RETURNED    ExiLES.  —  There 

are  three  lists  of  the  number  of  returned  exiles,  viz.,  that  in 
Ezra  ii.  1-67 ;  in  the  apocryphal  Ezra  or  Esdraa  v.  7-43 ;  and 
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Neh.  Tii.  6-69.  The  tliree  vaiy  here  and  there  both  in  relation 
to  single  names  and  the  sum  total,  as  will  be  seen  from  the 
following  comparative  table : 


EZSA. 

Paxoflh      ...    (with)  2172 

Shephatiah          „  372 

Aran j,  775 

Pahath-Moab      j,  2812 

Elam ,y  1254 

Zatta „  945 

Zaccai       ...        „  760 

Bani „  642 

Bebai        ...        „  623 

Axgad       ...        „  1222 

Adonikam...        „  666 

Buj^ai       ...        „  2056 

Aain ,)  454 

Ator  .••     ...         jf  98 

Bezai „  323 

Jorah        ...        „  112 

Haahnm    ...        „  223 

Oibbar      ...        „  95 

Bethlehem           „  123 

Natophah ...        ,|  56 

Anathoth  ...        „  128 

Azmayeth...        „  42 
Kirjath-arim,  Cephi- 

rah,  and  Beeroth  743 

Bamah  and  Gaba  „  621 

Michmas   ...        „  122 

Bethel  and  Ai      ,,  223 

Nebo y,  52 

Magbish    ...        „  156 

The  other  Elam  „  1254 

Hanm       ...        „  320 

Lod,  Hadid  and  Ono  725 

Jericho      ...        „  345 

Senaah      ...        „  3630 


The  children  of 

Jedaiah... 

Inmer  ... 

Pashur  ... 

Harim  ... 
Le^tea 
Singen     ... 
Porters 
Kethinims... 
Israelites  withont 

fEunily  renter 
Priests     without 

family  register 


a 


973 

1052 

1247 

1017 

74 

128 

139 

392 

652 


B8D&AB. 

PhoitM   ...  (with)  2172 

Saphat   ...    „  372 

Ares )|  756 

Phaath-Moab      „  2812 

Elam ,,  1254 

Zathui      ...        „  975 

Corbe        ...        ,1  705 

Bani ,,  648 

Bebai        ...        „  633 

Avgai        ...        „  1322 

Adonikan ...        „  637 

Ba^        ...        „  2606 

Adinos      ...        „  454 

^ter  ...    ...        )}  vZ 

Ceilan  &  Azenan  „  67 

Azarofl      ...        „  432 

Annis        ...        „  101 

Arom        ...        ff  32 

Bassai       ...        i,  323 

Arsiphurith          „  102 

Baitems    ...        „  3005 

Bethlomoi...        „  123 

Netophah ...        „  65 

Anatnoth  ...        ,,  158 

Bethsamon           „  42 

Kariathiri...        „  25 

Caphira  &  Berog  ,,  743 

Pira  ...     .,.        „  700 

Chadiaasai  &  Ammidoi  422 

Cirama  &  Gabbe  ,,  621 

Macalon    ...        „  621 

Betolio      ...        „ 

Niphis       ...        „  52 

Magbish    ...        ,,  156 

Cammolalus  and  Ono  725 

Jerecho     ...        „  245 

Sanaa        ...        „  3301 

The  sons  of 

Jeddo    ...        „  872 

Emmeruth        „  252 

Phassarus         „  1047 

Carme  ...        „  217 

Leyites      ...        ,,  74 

Singers      ...        „  128 

Posters      ...        „  139 

Senrants  of  the  temple  372 

Israelites    without  a 

family  register  652 
Priests    without    the 
same 


NBHEMIiJa:. 


Parosh      ...    (with)  2172 

Shephatiah  „  372 

Aran „  652 

Pahath-Moab  ,,  2818 

Elam ff  1254 

Zattu II  845 

Zaccai       ...  ,|  760 

Binnui      ...  „  648 

Bebai ,|  628 

Azgad       ...  „  2322 

Adonikam...  „  667 

Byrai      ...  „  2067 

Adin ff  655 

Ater ,1  98 

Hashum    ...  „  328 

Bezai „  324 

Hariph  ...  |,  112 
Gibeon  ...  .,  95 
Bethlehem  and  Ne- 
tophah ...  „  188 
Anathoth  ...  „  128 
Beth-Azmaveth  „  42 
Eiijath-jearinii  Cep- 

mrah  and  Beeroth  743 

Bamah  and  Gaba  621 

Michmas  ...  „  122 

Bethel  and  Ai  „  123 

Nebo II  52 

Elam f,  1254 

Harim       ...  „  320 

Jericho     ...  „  345 

Lod,  Hadid,  and  Ono  721 

Senaah     ...  „  3930 


The  children  of 

Jedaiah            „  973 

Immer  ...        „  1052 

Pashur  ...        „  1247 

Harim  ...        „  1017 

Leyites      ...        „  74 

Singers     ...        n  148 

Porters      ...        „  138 

Kethinims            „  392 

Israelites  without  a 

family  register  642 
Priests   witnout   the 
same 


In  Ezra,  the  aggregate  of  the  preceding  numbers  is  29,818 ; 
in  Nehemiah,  31,089.  In  the  Septuagint  Ezra  it  is  29,627 ; 
and  in  the  Septuagint  Nehemiah,  31,119.      In  Esdras  of  the 
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Koiv^  it  is  30,043 ;  of  the  AleGcandrine  codex,  33,932,  of  tlie 
Aldiiie,  33,949.  But  none  of  these,  eyen  the  highest,  reaches 
the  given  total,  viz.,  42,360.  Josephna  reckons  the  priests 
without  a  family  register,  525 ;  but  their  number  is  not  in  the 
Old  Testament.  Doubtless  the  three  Usts  are  imperfect ;  both 
names  and  numbers  bein?  deficient  in  all.  It  is  impossible  to 
tell  which  is  on  the  whole  the  most  accurate.  If  the  number 
of  men  who  returned  under  Zerubbabel  or  Sheshbazzar  is  42,3^0, 
the  sum  total  including  their  families  probably  amounted  to 
200,000  persons,  provided  the  statement  in  1  Esdras  (v.  41)  be 
incorrect  in  placing  aU  boys  above  twelve  years  of  age  among 
the  men ;  but  if  that  writer  be  correct,  the  sum  total  would  not 
be  above  170,000.  Of  the  whole,  4,289  were  priests  belonging 
to  four  great  races  or  families  ;  besides  a  number  of  priests  who 
not  being  able  to  adduce  their  registers,  were  excluded  from 
office  on  that  account  (525  according  to  Josephus).  The  Levites 
among  them  were  but  few,  360  or  341.  There  were  392  Ne^ 
tkinim.  The  people  brought  with  them  upwards  of  7,500  slaves 
of  both  sexes  and  a  number  of  horses,  mules,  camels,  and  asses, 
amounting  to  upwards  of  7,000.  The  returning  exiles  belonged 
almost  entirely  to  the  tribes  of  Judah,  Benjamin,  and  Levi.  Ac- 
cording to  Ezra  ii.  1  and  Neh.  vii.  6,  they  returned  "  every  one 
imto  his  city,"  a  statement  which  hardly  allowB  of  the  conjecture 
that  a  great  many  Israelites  of  the  Assyrian  exile  joined  the  Jews. 
Comparatively  few  could  have  joined  their  brethren.  In  the 
course  of  200  years  their  attachment  to  heathen  customs  and 
manners  had  been  confirmed ;  and  had  they  come  back  in  great 
numbers,  they  would  have  settled  again  in  their  old  abodes,  in 
Israel ;  a  fact  unknown  to  history.     It  is  an  unfortunate  con- 

1'ecture  of  Prideaux's  that  12,000  of  the  returning  exiles  be- 
onged  to  Israel  ;^  and  it  is  still  more  incorrect  to  infer,  that  the 
whole  number  of  such  as  prderred  to  i^ntuun  in  Assyria  was  six 
times  the  number  of  those  who  returned,  because  four  courses 
only  of  the  priests  returned  out  of  the»  twenty-four.  If  we 
reckon  that  nearly  the  half  returned,  we  shall  not  be  far  £rom 
the  truth. 

V*  Authorship. — ^The  first  chapter  begins  with  the  closing 
words  of  the  Chronicles  as  iax  as  the  middle  of  the  third  verse, 
which  belong  therefore  to  the  Chronicle- writer.  And  the  whole 
chapter  betrays  his  pen.  The  edict  of  Cyrus  given  in  the 
second,  third,  and  fourth  verses,  must  be  a  Judaising  paraphrase 
of  the  original,  else  Cyrus  could  not  speak  of  himself  in  such 
language  as,  "  The  Lord  God  of  heaven  hath  given  me  all  the 
kingdoms  of  the  earth ;"  which  does  not  comport  with  his  treat- 

\  The  Old  and  New  Testammt  aoxmfictod,  etc,  toL  i.  p.  136,  edn.  1719. 
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meUt  of  Cyaxares.  This  is  corroborated  by  the  fact  that  the 
decree  is  not  the  same  here  as  in  the  sixth  chapter,  though  it 
should  be  identical  in  words,  if  accurately  given.  The  substan- 
tive use  of  the  infinitive  vehich  characterises  the  Ghronist,  ap- 
pears in  the  sixth  and  eleventh  verses ;  and  the  number  of  the 
vessels  of  gold  and  silver  (5,400)  resembles  the  exaggerated 
numbers  of  the  same  writer.  Whether  the  narrative  be  an 
extract  from  Ezra  y.  13-16,  yi.  3-5,  as  Zunz  supposes,^  is 
doubtful  to  our  mind. 

The  second  chapter  was  found  as  an  original  document,  and 
inserted  here  by  the  Chronicle- writer. 

The  third  chapter  manifestly  belongs  to  the  Chronist,  as  the 
manner  and  language  shew.  Thus  the  law  of  Moses  is  referred 
to  in  the  second  and  fourth  verses,  in  a  way  which  characterises 
the  Chronicle  author ;  the  phrase  niy^H  ^V  is  similar  to  that 
in  2  Chron.  xiii.  9  ;  xvii.  10 ;  and,  though  found  in  Ezra's  own 
writing,  reminds  the  reader  of  the  union  of  two  plural  forms  so 
common  in  the  Chronicles  and  contrary  to  the  best  usage.  In 
the  eighth  and  succeeding  verses  the  Levites,  and  especially  the 
singers  in  the  temple,  are  referred  to  Asaph's  lineage,  as  in 
Chronicles  (see  1  Cnron.  vi.  24,  etc.).  The  great  rejoicings  of 
the  people  at  the  temple-solemnities  are  often  spoken  of  by  the 
Chronist  (comp.  2  Chron.  xv.  15 ;  xx.  27 ;  xxiii.  18,  etc.,  with 
Ezra  iii.  11-13).  And  the  use  of  the  substantive  infinitive- 
form?  it!  the  eleventh  verse  points  to  th^  same  writer. 

fVom  iv.  6  to  24  is  an  interpolation  put  in  the  wrong  place 
by  the  redactor,  for  it  belongs  to  Nehenuah's  time,  not  to  that 
of  Ezra.  Besides,  it  relates  altogether  to  the  building  of  the 
eitf/,  not  the  temple.  It  is  impos^le  to  say  where  it  should  be 
placed.  The  sixth  verse  passes  suddenly  to  Xerxes  (called 
Ahasuerus) ;  and  then  Artaxerxes  appears  in  the  seventh.  The 
twenty-fourth  verse  is  the  redactor's,  resuming  the  narrative 
which  had  been  interrupted  by  the  interpolated  piece.  In  con- 
sequence however  of  the  word  1^6*3  ^^^y  which  in  its  place  at 
the  commencement  of  the  verse  can  only  refer  to  what  imme- 
diately precedes,  the  redactor  makes  the  narrative  say  what  is 
incorrect,  by  transferring  to  the  building  of  the  temple  what  re- 
lated merely  to  the  rebuilding  of  the  city,  and  so  putting  Ar- 
taxerxes before  Darius  Hystaspis.  The  first  five  verses  of  chap- 
ter four  belong  to  Ezra  himself,  as  Zunz  has  rightly  seen ; ' 
though  he  is  wrong  in  including  the  sixth  verse. 

We  assume  that  the  name  Artachschascht  must  be  Artaxerxes 
LongimanuSy  not  Smerdis  as  some  have  thought,  which  agrees 

'  Die  gottesdienBtUchen  Yortraege  der  Jnden,  p.  21. 
*  Ibid.  pp.  28,  29. 
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with  the  letter  sent  to  him  given  in  iy.  11-16  and  the  king's 
answer  17-23 ;  for  we  know  from  Nehemiah  that  the  building 
of  the  walls  of  Jerusalem  was  thought  of  under  Artaxerxes ; 
and  the  passages  in  question  refer  only  to  the  rebuilding  of  the 
city.  If  they  related  to  the  rebuilding  of  the  temple  Ihe  case 
would  be  otherwise.  But  there  is  not  a  word  of  that.  The 
language  in  iy.  12,  "  the  Jews  which  came  up  from  thee  to  us 
are  come  unto  Jerusalem/'  can  only  refer  to  the  colony  that 
came  under  Ezra  in  the  time  of  Artaxerxes,  not  to  that  under 
Nehemiah  in  the  same  reign,  because  of  iy.  23,  which  does  not 
agree  with  the  record  of  the  building  under  Nehemiah ;  and  it 
would  haye  been  meaningless  to  write  to  Smerdis  in  that  strain, 
understanding  the  expedition  under  Zerubbabel  in  the  time  of 
Gyrus.  Besides,  the  adversaries  write  to  the  kin?  to  have  search 
made  "in  the  book  of  the  record  of  thy  fathers;"  whereas 
at  the  time  of  Smerdis,  they  had  been  no  more  than  fifteen 
years  under  the  Persian  dominion.  Thus  Artachschaschta 
cannot  mean  Smerdis,  with  whom  the  name  does  not  agree, 
but  Artaxerxes.  The  writers  of  the  letter  carefolly  abstain 
from  mentioning  the  previous  building  of  the  temple,  the 
more  effectually  to  prejudice  the  kind's  mind  against  the  re- 
building of  the  city.  Some  will  perhaps  object  to  the  state- 
ment tiiat  the  Artaxerxes  in  iv.  7  and  vii.  1-11  were  the 
same,  and  allege  that  the  compiler  thought  them  different  by 
giving  the  names  a  somewhat  different  orthography.  It  is  Ob- 
servable that  NnE^E^nn*TM  is  twice  spelled  with  B^  in  iv.  7 ; 
while  in  vii.  1-11  it  is  with  D  instead  of  shin,  the  Compiler  find- 
ing it  so  written  in  the  two  Chaldee  pieces  respectively.  This 
however  seems  too  small  a  point  to  insist  upon.  If  it  be  of  any 
weight,  it  makes  no  difference  in  our  argument ;  for  in  any  case 
the  redactor  was  mistaken.  There  was  no  Artaxerxes  before 
Darius,  as  well-attested  history  shews ;  or,  to  speak  more  cor- 
rectiy,  none  called  t{nB^E^nn*TM.  Those  who  take  Artach- 
schaschta to  be  Smerdis,  necessarily  regard  Ahasuerus  as  Gam- 
byses,  which  is  contra^  to  the  usual  acceptation  of  the  name  in 
the  book  of  Esther.  The  Old  Testament  never  speaks  of  Gam- 
byses  and  Smerdis :  why  should  they  be  introduced  here,  es- 
pecially as  their  mention  would  create  greater  difficulty  than 
the  more  probable  names  Xerxes  and  Artaxerxes?^  Nothing 
is  more  certain  than  that  the  passages  in  iv.  11-16  and  17-23 
relate  to  the  rebuilding  of  the  walls,  not  the  temple ;  and  that 
therefore  Artachschascht  is  Artaxerxes. 

From  v.  1-vi.  18  is  another  Ghaldee  document,  which  existed 
before  the  time  of  the  compiler.     In  vi.  14  the  last  clause  is  the 

^  Berthean,  Ezeget.  Handbiich,  zrii.  p.  69  et  sepq. 
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redactor's  work,  viz.,  "  and  Artaxerxes  king  of  Persia'^  to  make 
the  passage  agree  with  his  insertion  of  iv.  6-24.  Here  the  name 
Artaxerxes  occurs  again  in  connexion  with  the  completion  of  the 
temple,  and  could  not  have  proceeded  from  him  who  wrote  y. 
l-yi.  18.  The  name  is  a  later  insertion,  as  Havemick  perceiTed;^ 
though  we  cannot  believe  with  him  that  Ezra  added  it,  because 
Ae  muat  have  known  that  Artaxerxes  did  not  promote  the  build- 
ing of  the  temple,  and  would  not  even  have  appended  his  name 
out  of  gratitude  for  the  great  gifts  that  monarch  made  to  the 
temple  nor  because  he  favoured  the  Jews  generally,  since  by 
putting  Artaxerxes  along  with  Cyrus  and  Darius  in  this  connect 
tion,  Ezra  would  have  misled  the  reader.  Artaxerxes  is  here  the 
addition  of  a  later  hand  than  that  of  the  Chaldee  author  of  the 
fragment  presented  in  v.  1-vi.  18,  because  it  clashes  with  what 
he  had  just  written ;  and  to  ascribe  it  to  Ezra  ia  to  make  him 
use  an  unsmtable  expression. 

In  V.  4  we  read :  "  Then  said  tee  unto  them  after  this  manner, 
What  are  the  names  of  the  men  that  make  this  building?'' 
Here  it  cannot  certainly  be  inferred  the  writer  was  an  eye- 
witness and  contemporary,  for  the  example  of  Joshua  v.  6  is  not 
valid,  as  De  Wette  nas  well  observed.*  To  the  compiler  belongs 
vi.  19-22,  which  describes  the  celebration  of  a  passover,  whose 
attendant  circumstances  in  honour  of  the  Levites  resemble  the 
celebration  of  the  passover  under  king  Hezekiah,  related  in 
Chronicles  (2  Chron.  xxx.  16-26).  In  the  twenty-second  verse 
€ke  king  of  Persia  is  termed  king  of  Assyria j  which  reminds  one 
of  2  Chron.  xxxiiL  11. 

The  same  redactor  continues  in  viL  1-11.  Here  he  begins 
with  a  genealogy  of  Ezra  (1-6)  nearly  agreeing  with  1  Chron. 
vi.  36-3o.  The  way  in  which  Ezra  is  spoken  of  in  verses  6,  10, 
11,  shews  that  he  himself  could  not  have  so  written.  He  is 
termed  '^a  ready  scribe  in  the  law  of  Moses  ;'^  it  is  said  that 
*^  he  had  prepared  his  heart  to  seek  the  law  of  the  Lord,  and  to 
do  it ; "  and  an  explanation  of  1|)0  is  given  in  the  eleventh 
verse  which  is  unsuitable  to  Ezra  himself.  The  only  objection 
to  ascribing  vii.  1-11  to  the  compiler  or  Chronist  is,  that  he 
shews  an  acquaintance  with  the  fact  that  Artaxerxes  lived  after 
Darius ;  whue  in  iv.  7  he  places  him  before  Darius ;  but  the 
Chronist  was  not  careful  to  remove  contradictions  of  this  kind. 
He  transcribed  his  sources  without  much  elaboration.  In  vii. 
12-26  we  have  a  Chaldee  piece,  giving  the  written  commission 
of  Artaxerxes  to  Ezra  to  return  with  his  countrymen  to  Judea. 
This  is  an  authentic  document  communicated  by  Ezra. 

From  vii.  27-ix.  16  appears  to  have  been  written  by  Ezra 

1  Einleitimg  II.,  i.  p.  298.  >  £iiileituzig,  p.  289. 
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himself.  He  employs  the  first  person.  But  there  is  reason  for 
excepting  the  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth  verses  of  the  eighth 
chapter,  both  because  the  first  person  plural  is  suddenly  changed 
for  the  third  person,  and  also  on  account  of  the  want  of  *con- 
nexion  between  the  thirty-fourth  and  thirty-fifbh  verses ;  a  cir- 
cumstance unlike  Ezra's  writing.  They  belong  to  the  compiler, 
being  a  Chronist  interpolation.      A  gap  seems  to  have  been 

where  the  verses  now  are ;  for  the  words  H^  ni?5P^  (ix.  1) 
imply  that  what  is  now  related  immediately  succeeded  some- 
thing described  before  it ;  whereas  according  to  the  present 
text  we  are  transported  at  once  from  the  beginning  of  the  month 

Ab  to  Elislev.  Hence  H^^,  these y  refers  to  things  that  had  been 
mentioned  just  before. 

In  X.  1-17  the  Chronist  re-appears.  Six  times  is  Ezra  cited 
in  these  verses.  It  is  also  said  that  he  went  into  the  chamber 
of  Johanan  the  son  of  Eliashib — of  the  high  priest  Eliashib  who 
lived  after  Nehemiah  (see  Neh.  xii.  22,  23) ;  shewing  that  Ezra 
himself  was  not  the  writer.  It  is  probable  that  in  compiling 
the  piece,  the  Chronist  used  accounts  written  by  Ezra. 

From  x.  18  to  the  end  of  the  chapter  was  inserted  by  the 
compiler..  It  was  not  written  by  the  Chronist  himself,  but  is 
older. 

From  this  analysis  it  will  appear,  that  the  book  of  Ezra  in  its 
present  form  did  not  proceed  &om  the  scribe  himself.     Some 

?ieces  of  his  are  in  it ;  but  another  placed  them  there.     The 
Jhronicle- writer  is  the  compiler ;  who  made  it  up  in  part  from 
pieces  of  Ezra  and  others,  and  partly  by  his  own  composition. 

VI.  Alleged  UNrrv  and  Independence. — ^Eeil,  after  the 
example  of  Havemick,  is  anxious  to  uphold  the  unity  and 
independence  of  the  book,  claiming  it  all  for  lEzra  himself 
with  the  excej^tion  of  the  Chaldee  section  in  iv.  8-vi.  18, 
which  the  latter  took,  without  alteration,  into  the  body  of  the 
work.^  How  little  ground  there  is  for  this  view  may  be  in- 
ferred from  the  preceding  analysis,  which  shews  that  the  work 
is  incompact  and  inartificial.  In  speaking  of  Ezra,  the  writer 
sometimes  uses  the  first  person,  sometimes  the  third ;  different 
parts  are  composed  in  different  languages;  two  pieces  are  in 
Chaldee,  which  were  not  written  by  the  same  person ;  the  style 
varies  in  various  places ;  and  there  is  an  apparent  chasm  in  the 
history  of  more  than  half  a  century,  at  me  end  of  the  sixth 
chapter — a  real  chasm  in  the  opinion  of  such  as  make  Arta- 
xerxes  in  viL  1,  11,  etc.,  a  different  person  irom  the  Artaxerxes 
ofiv.  7. 
In  opposition  to  all  these  phenomena  it  is  useless  to  appeal  to 

I  Einleitimg,  pp.  456;  457. 
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the  interchange  of  the  first  and  third  persons  in  the  prophets, 
ex.  gr.y  Is.  vii.  1-16,  comp.  with  viii.  1,  etc.,  Jer.  xx.  1-6,  comp. 
with  verses  7,  etc.,  xxviii.  1,  etc.,  comp.  with  verses  6,  etc., 
Ezek.  i.  1-3,  vi.  1 ;  vii.  1,  8 ;  Jer.  xxxii.  1-8 ;  Hosea  i.  2,  3  ;  iii.  1. 

To  account  for  the  interchange  Havemick  ^  assumes  an  imita- 
tion of  the  prophetic  usa^by  Ezra,  which  is  utterly  improbable. 
Still  more  inappropriate  is  it  to  appeal  to  writings  of  the  present 
day  for  examples  of  a  like  enaliage  of  persons ;  because  such 
rhetorical  figures,  which  belong  to  the  impassioned  language  of 
poetry  or  prophecy,  are  xmsuited  to  the  style  of  Hebrew  annals. 
The  cases  are  not  parallel ;  prophetic  writing  being  very  different 
from  historical  prose,  lliere  is  no  necessity,  as^Keil  sdleges,  for 
Ezra  to  speak  of  himself  in  the  third  person  in  the  first  seven 
verses  of  the  seventh  chapter.*  All  the  unity  belonging  to  the 
work  is  that  arising  from  its  being  the  compilation  of  the 
Ghronist,  who  put  together  materials  relating  to  the  times  of 
Zerubbabel  and  Ezra,  written  by  Ezra  himself  and  others,  inter- 
spersing' his  own  composition.  In  consequence  of  the  one 
redactor,  there  is  considerable  similarity  of  expression  through- 
out; though  certainly  not  enough  to  prevent  the  critic  from 
separating  the  pieces  of  different  writers  incorporated  into  the 
work. 

The  independence  of  the  book  cannot  be  maintained.  The 
identity  of  the  termination  of  Chronicles  with  the  commencement 
of  Ezra  shews  one  writer ;  and  in  connection  with  the  abruptness 
of  the  former,  that  both  were  originally  parts  of  the  same  work. 
It  is  likely  that  Ezra  (with  Nehemiah)  was  first  put  into  the 
collection  of  sacred  historical  books ;  and  that  the  portion  now 
called  the  Chronicles,  was  appended  to  it  as  the  last  book,  some- 
time afterwards.  This  agrees  with  the  position  of  Chronicles  in 
the  Hagiographa,  as  the  closing  book.  When  the  Chronicles 
were  thus  disposed  in  the  canonical  list,  the  last  two  verses  now 
in  2  Chron.  xxxvi.  which  stood  already  at  the  beginning  of  Ezra, 
were  repeated,  for  the  purpose  of  reminding  the  reader  that  the 
continuation  of  the  narrative  was  to  be  mund  elsewhere.  At 
the  time  of  the  LXX.  the  separation  already  existed,  because 
the  book  of  Ezra  has  a  distmct  tide  in  their  version.  The 
beginning  of  the  apocryphal  Ezra  or  Esdras  favours  this  view ; 
the  writer  passing  at  once  from  the  history  in  2  Chron.  xxxvi.  21 
to  Ezra  i.,  using  the  now  separated  books  as  one.  The  same 
conclusion  is  confirmed  by  the  prevailing  belief  of  the  Jews  that 
Ezra  wrote  both.  The  Talmud  in  one  place  asserts  that  Ezra 
wrote  the  work  bearing  his  name  and  the  genealogies  (in  the 

Chronicles)  as  far  as  the  word  17  in  2  Chron.  xxi.  2 ;  but  that 

1  Einleitung  II.  1,  pp.  280,  281.  *  Einleitung,  p.  467. 
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Nehemiali  completed  the  book  of  Ezra.     In  another  place  this 
is  contradicted  and  the  whole  ascribed  to  Nehemiah. 

YII.  Passage  m  Justin  Marttr  bespectino  Ezra. — ^A  re- 
markable passage  occurs  regarding  the  typical  import  of  the 
passover  in  Justm  Martyr's  Dialogue  with  the  Jew  Trypho.  In 
it  Ezra  is  supposed  to  address  the  people  before  the  celebration 
of  the  passover,  and  to  explain  to  them  its  mystery  as  connected 
with  Christ.  Justin  insinuates  that  the  Jews  early  expunged  the 
words  from  their  Hebrew  copies.  The  passage  runs  thus : 
"  And  Ezra  said  to  the  people,  This  passover  is  our  Saviour  and 
our  reAige.  And  if  ye  understand,  and  it  enter  into  your  heart 
that  we  are  about  to  humble  him  in  the  sign,  and  after  this  shall 
trust  in  him,  this  place  shall  not  be  made  desolate  for  ever,  saith 
the  Lord  of  Hosts.  But  if  ye  will  not  beHeve  on  Him,  nor  hear 
His  preaching,  ye  shall  be  a  laughing-stock  to  the  Gentiles."^ 
These  words  were  doubtless  written  by  some  Christian;  and 
were  early  inserted  in  copies  of  the  Septuagint  at  Ezra  vi.  21. 
Lactantius  has  them  in  Latin,  with  some  variations.  It  is 
strange  that  any  one  at  the  present  day  should  suppose  that  the 
Hebrew  ever  had  them,  because  their  spuriousness  is  manifest. 

1  JuBtini  Hartyris  Apologiae  duae  et  Apolog;nB,  etc.,  pp.  292, 293,  ed.  Thirlby,  1722. 
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I.  Coi9TENTS. — Nehemiab  relates  that,  being  in  the  palace  at 
Shushan  in  the  twentieth  year  of  Artaxerxes,  he  inquired  con- 
cerning those  Jews  that  had  returned  from  Chaldea  to  their 
own  land,  and  learned  that  they  were  in  great  affliction  ^  that 
the  wall  of  Jerusalem  was  broken  down  and  its  gates  burned. 
Deeply  affected  with  this  information,  he  mourned,  fasted,  and 
prayed  before  the  Gbd  of  heaven,  confessing  the  sins  of  Israel 
and  beseeching  TT\m  to  remember  his  promise  made  to  Moses 
that  when  scattered  abroad  the  repenting  people  should  be 
restored.  Some  months  after,  as  Nehemiah  was  serving  king 
Artaxerxes  in  capacity  of  cupbearer,  the  latter  noticed  the  sad- 
ness of  his  countenance,  and  inquired  its  cause.  Hearing  that 
it  arose  from  the  desolation  of  Jerusalem,  the  king  asked  what 
request  he  had  to  make ;  on  which  Nehemiah  prayed  for  leave 
to  visit  and  rebuild  the  city  of  Jerusalem.  Leave  of  absence  for 
a  definite  time  being  granted,  he  received,  in  accordance  with 
his  farther  request,  letters  to  the  king's  viceroys  beyond  the 
river,  enjoining  them  to  conduct  him  safely  to  Judah ;  and  to 
the  keeper  of  the  royal  forest,  to  provide  nim  with  timber  for 
building.  Thus  commissioned,  and  furnished  with  an  escort  of 
horsemen,  he  came  to  Jerusalem  to  the  great  grief  of  Sanballat 
and  Tobiah.  He  examined  the  walls  of  the  city  by  nighty 
accompanied  by  a  few  friends,  noiselessly.  After  this,  he  told 
the  principal  men  of  the  Jews  the  encouraging  words  he  had 
received  from  Artaxerxes,  and  invited  them  to  join  him  in  the 
work  of  rebuilding.  Notwithstanding  the  opposition  and  soofis 
of  the  enemies,  the  Jews  engaged  in  the  undertaking,  trusting 
in  the  God  of  heaven  (chape,  i.  and  ii.). 

This  is  followed  by  an  enumeration  of  the  various  persons 
who  executed  different  tasks  in  repairing  the  gates  and  walls. 
All  ranks  and  sexes  assisted.  When  Sanballat  heard  that  the 
wall  was  being  rebuilt  he  was  very  wroth,  and  mocked  the  Jews. 
But  Nehemiw  prayed  that  the  reproach  of  the  enemy  might 
be  turned  upon  their  own  head,  and  continued  to  work.    After 


134  THB  BOOK  OF  NEHBMIAH. 

the  wall  had  been  built  round  about  half  its  height,  Nehemiah 
heard  of  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  the  adversaries  to  attac|^ 
the  city  and  destroy  what  had  been  done.  Hence  he  set  a 
watch  against  them,  arranging  the  people  after  their  families 
with  their  swords,  spears,  and  bows.  This  measure  frustrated 
the  plan  of  their  enemies,  and  enabled  all  to  resume  their  work. 
From  that  time,  however,  it  was  thought  prudent  to  have  the 
labourers  work  with  arms  by  their  side;  and  to  have  half 
Nehemiah's  servants  doing  military  duty,  with  their  officers  in 
their  rear.  A  trumpeter  was  stationed  beside  Nehemiah  to 
gather  the  people  together  in  case  of  attack.  An  order  was 
given  for  every  one  with  his  servant  to  lodge  within  Jerusalem ; 
and  Nehemiah  himself,  his  fEonily,  servants,  and  body-guard, 
wore  their  clothes  day  and  night,  never  putting  them  on,  except 
for  washing  (iii.  iv.). 

We  are  next  told  that  great  dissatisfaction  was  expressed  by 
numbers  of  the  people  against  their  brethren,  because  when 
obliged  to  contract  aebts  for  the  maintenance  of  their  families 
and  the  payment  of  royal  taxes,  their  creditors  had  required 
them  to  mortgage  lands,  vineyards,  and  houses,  and  to  pledge 
their  children  as  slaves,  whom  thev  could  not  redeem.  Dis- 
pleased when  he  heard  this,  Nehemiah  rebuked  the  nobles  and 
rulers,  exhorted  them  to  desist  from  usury,  quoting  himself  as 
an  example  of  abstinence  from  such  practices,  and  to  make  resti- 
tution. On  their  promising  to  do  so,  he  called  the  priests,  and 
made  them  swear  to  that  effect,  solemnly  appealing  to  Gk)d 
against  those  who  should  violate  their  promise.  But  it  was 
kept.  Nehemiah  spoke  to  them  on  this  occasion  of  the  maimer 
in  which  he  had  acted,  from  the  time  of  his  appointment  as 

fovemor  in  the  land.  During  the  twelve  years  of  official  life, 
e  had  taken  no  pay,  and  was  not  chargeable  to  the  people,  as 
the  former  governors  had  been.  He  had  not  permitted  his  ser- 
vants to  exercise  any  authority  over  the  Jews,  but  had  worked 
along  with  them  on  the  wall,  and  entertained  at  his  table  a  hun- 
dred and  fifty  of  the  Jews  and  rulers,  besides  those  that  came 
trom  the  heathen  round  about.  His  daily  allowance  of  food 
prepared  at  his  own  charge  is  then  specified  (v.). 

When  Sanballat,  Tobiah,  and  Geshem  heajri  that  the  wall 
was  built,  they  sent  him  a  deceitful  proposal  to  meet  in  one 
of  the  viUages.  Nehemiah  declined,  pleading  the  great  work 
he  had  to  do.  Four  times  the  message  was  sent  and  refused. 
The  fifth  time  Sanballat  sent  a  servant  with  an  open  letter  in 
hid  hand,  in  which  it  was  written  that  the  heathens  reported 
that  Nehemiah  and  the  Jews  intended  to  rebel,  and  cause  him- 
self to  be  appointed  king.  A  threat  was  held  out,  that  it  should 
be  reported  to  the  king,  and  an  interview  was  agaia  solicited. 
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Nehemiali  replied  by  denying  the  facts  alleged,  and  charging 
them  on  the  writer's  own  invention.  Afterwards  coming  to  the 
house  of  Shemaiah,  he  was  advised  to  shut  himself  up  in  the 
temple,  lest  asaassinB  should  come  to  slay  him  by  niirht ;  but 
pen^i^ed  that  this  perBon  was  hired  by  thi  enemy  to  bLg  him 
mto  fear  and  a  snare,  and  therefore  refused  to  do  as  he  was 
advised,  trusting  himself  to  God's  protection. 

At  length  the  wall  was  finished  in  fifty-two  days,  to  the  great 
discomfiture  of  the  adversaries.  Yet  a  secret  correspondence 
was  carried  on  between  the  nobles  of  Judah  and  Tobiah,  who,  as 
weU  aa  hifl  son,  was  allied  by  marriage  with  many  femiUes  (vi.). 
After  this  Nehemiah  comnutted  the  charge  of  Jerusalem  to  his 
brother  Hanani  and  Hananiah  the  ruler  of  the  palace,  giving 
them  strict  orders  to  keep  the  gates  shut  during  certain  hours, 
and  to  appoint  watches  of  the  inhabitants.  The  city  being  large 
and  the  population  scanty,  especial  attention  was  required  iot 
the  security  of  the  place.  Tnt2nding  to  father  together  the 
nobles,  rulers,  and  people,  that  they  might  be  reckoned  by 
genealogy,  he  found  a  genealogical  register  of  those  who  first 
returned  from  Ghalde:),  a  copy  of  which  ho  iuserls  (vii.).  Here 
the  first  personal  pronoun  ceases  to  be  useil,  and  does  not  occur 
again  till  xii.  31. 

The  people  now  ass3mbled  and  requested  Ezra  to  bring  forth 
the  book  of  the  law  of  Moses ;  whi^h  he  did  on  the  first  day  of 
the  seventh  month,  auvi  read  it  from  a  raised  platform  in  the 
hearing  of  all  the  people.  Levites  and  others  who  surrounded 
the  scribe  gave  the  sense  of  what  Avas  read,  making  it  intelli- 
gible to  the  listeners.  The  reading  caused  general  mourning 
and  weeping.  But  Nehemiah,  Ezra,  and  the  Levites  comfort^ 
the  people,  telling  them  that  the  day  was  holy  unto  the  Lord, 
and  was  a  joyous,  not  sad,  festivity,  being  the  feast  of  taber- 
nacles. On  the  second  day,  the  principal  persons,  priests,  and 
Levites  went  again  to  Ezra  to  understand  the  words  of  the  law  ; 
and  being  ins^cted,  they  made  booths,  kept  the  feast  seven 
days,  and  held  a  solemn  assembly  on  the  eighth  (chap.  viii.). 

On  the  24th  of  Tisri,  there  was  a  general  assembly  of  the 
people,  on  which  they  put  on  sackcloth  and  &sted,  separating 
themselves  from  aU  strangers,  and  confessing  their  sins.  Some 
of  the  Levites  led  the  devotions  and  uttered  a  long  prayer,  in 
which  a  brief  review  of  CKkL's  past  ways  towards  the  Israelites, 
through  the  successive  ages  of  their  history,  is  given.  In  this 
prayer  the  perverseness  of  the  people  is  bewailed,  their  disobedi- 
ence and  repeated  provocations  of  the  divine  anger ;  and  a  pro- 
fession of  obedience  recorded  by  entering  into  a  covenant,  which 
was  written  and  subscribed  by  priests,  Levites,  and  leading  per- 
sons, to  the  number  of  eighty-three.    The  rest  of  the  people 
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entered  into  an  oath  to  keep  the  law  of  Moses,  to  abstain  from 
intermarriages  with  the  surrounding  heathen,  to  have  no  buying 
or  selling  on  the  sabbath  day  or  a  holy  day,  to  keep  the  sab- 
batical year,  to  forgive  debts,  to  contribute  the  third  part  of  a 
shekel  for  the  support  of  the  temple,  to  provide  wood  for  the 
altar,  and  to  bring  the  first  £ruits  of  their  produce  yearly  into 
the  sacred  treasury,  including  the  firstlings  of  the  flocks  and 
herds  as  well  as  the  tithes  (chaps,  ix.  x.). 

While  the  rulers  of  the  people  dwelt  at  Jerusalem  and  the 
population  was  very  scanty,  the  rest  of  the  people  cast  lots  for 
one  in  ten  to  increase  the  number  of  inhabitants;  and  some 
voluntarily  offered  themselves  as  residents.  We  have  then  a 
list  of  the  chiefs  of  Judea  (now  a  Persian  province)  who  dwelt  at 
Jerusalem.  This  is  followed  by  an  enimieration  of  the  places  of 
settlement  of  the  priests,  Levites,  and  ISTethinims,  and  of  the 
posterity  of  Judah  and  Benjamin  (xi.) 

The  twelfth  chapter  conmiences  with  a  catalogue  of  the  priests 
and  Levites  who  returned  from  captivity  with  Zerubbabel.  The 
succession  of  high  priests  from  Jeshua  to  Jaddua  is  given,  with 
a  list  of  priests,  chiefs  of  the  fathers  in  the  days  of  Joiakim,  of 
certain  chief  Levites  in  the  days  of  Eliashib,  Joiada,  Johanan, 
and  Jaddua,  and  the  names  as  well  as  employments  of  musicians 
and  porters  at  different  times  (xii.  1-26). 

The  history  proceeds  to  describe  the  public  rejoicings  with 
which  Nehemiah  dedicated  the  walls  at  their  completion.  The 
Levites  were  brought  into  Jerusalem  from  their  different  habi- 
tations ;  the  sons  of  the  singers  assembled ;  the  priests  and 
Levites  purified  themselves,  the  people,  and  the  wall  with  its 
gates.  The  princes  of  Judah  were  orawn  up  by  Nehemiah  on 
the  wall,  and  divided  into  two  companies,  one  of  which,  pre- 
ceded by  Ezra  and  attended  by  a  number  of  priests'  sons  with 
musical  instruments,  went  up  by  the  stairs  of  the  city  of  David ; 
while  the  other  company,  foUowed  by  Nehemiah,  proceeded 
along  a  different  route.  They  met  in  the  temple :  the  singers 
sang  loud,  great  sacrifices  were  offered,  and  the  rejoicing  was 
great.  At  that  time  some  were  appointed  to  collect  their  legal 
contributions  for  the  priests  and  Levites.  The  singers  and 
porters,  who  were  arranged  according  to  the  directions  of  David 
and  Solomon,  had  their  due  maintenance  from  day  to  day 
(xii.  27-47).  ^ 

In  the  reading  of  the  law  it  was  found  that  the  Ammonite  and 
Moabite  were  to  be  excluded  for  ever  from  the  congregation; 
and  therefore  they  separated  the  mixed  multitude  from  IsraeL 
Before  this,  Eliashib  the  priest  had  become  allied  with  Tobiah 
the  Ammonite ;  and  had  prepared  for  him  a  large  apartment 
which  had  formerly  been  used  as  a  storeroom  for  the  tithes  and 
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offerings  contributed  for  the  priests  and  their  assistants.  It  was 
in  the  absence  of  Nehemiah  that  this  occurred;  for  he  had 
returned  to  Artaxerxes  to  Babylon,  in  the  thirty-second  year 
of  that  monarch's  reign.  When  he  came  back  and  heard  of  the 
irregularity  committ^  by  Eliashib,  he  cleared  the  apartment  of 
Tobiah's  goods,  cleansed  it,  and  restored  it  to  its  former  use. 
He  also . reformed  certain  offices  in  the  temple;  finding  that 
the  Levites  and  singers  were  scattered  because  they  had  not 
received  their  proper  provision.  And  as  the  Sabbath  was  pro* 
faned  by  secular  work  and  Tyrian  commerce,  he  reproved  the 
nobles  of  Judah  for  this  evil  as  well  as  the  last ;  and  commanded 
the  gates  to  be  shut  on  the  eve  of  the  Sabbath.  In  consequence 
of  this  the  merchants  and  sellers  of  wares  lodged  without  the 
walls  a  few  times ;  but  on  being  threatened  they  came  no  more 
on  the  Sabbath.  Levites  were  stationed  at  the  gates  to  keep 
them.  Observing  Jews  that  had  married  wives  of  Ashdod, 
Ammon  and  Moab,  whose  children  could  not  speak  in  the 
national  tongue  of  the  Jews  but  used  in  part  the  corrupt  dialect 
of  Ashdod,  he  became  exceedinglv  indignant  with  them ;  cursing 
and  striking  some  of  them  ;  plucKing  off  their  hair,  and  making 
them  swear  by  God  to  contract  no  more  alliances  of  the  kind. 
A  grandson  of  Eliashib  the  high  priest  had  become  son-in-law 
to  Sanballat  the  Horonite,  and  was  expelled  by  Nehemiah. 
Having  thus  cleansed  the  priesthood  from  all  foreigners,  and 
appointed  the  wards  of  the  priests  and  Levites,  he  concluded  his 
memoranda  with  that  brief  prater  which  he  had  often  uttered 
before,  "  Eemember  me,  O  my  God,  for  good"  (xiii.). 

We  have  already  adverted  to  the  similarity  of  the  register 
contained  in  Neh.  vii.  6-69  to  that  in  Ezra  ii.  1-67,  and  the 
variations  in  it.  Both  are  copies  of  one  and  the  same  list  of 
persons  who  returned  from  Babylon  with  Zerubbabel. 

II.  Comparison  op  Neh.  xi.  3-24  wtfh  1  Chron.  ix.  1-22. — 
The  list  of  the  post-exile  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  in  Neh.  xi. 
3-24  is  so  like  in  structure  and  ia  many  of  its  statements  to  one 
in  1  Chron.  ix.  1-22  that  they  can  hardly  have  had  an  indepen- 
dent origin.  But  the  variations  between  them  should  not  be 
pronounced  corruptions,  unless  it  could  be  shewn  that  they 
refer  exactly  to  tne  same  time.  The  catalogue  in  Nehemiah 
belones  to  an  earlier  point  of  time  than  the  one  in  1  Chron.  ix. 
Yet  the  interval  was  not  great ;  since  several  of  those  named  in 
Nehemiah  were  still  alive  according  to  the  account  in  1  Chron. ; 
such  as  Asaiah  the  Shilonite  (called  Maaseiah  in  Neh.  xi.  5) ; 
Sallu  the  Benjamite ;  Adaiah  the  priest ;  Shemaiah  the  Levite. 
Again,  a  son  of  Judah  the  son  of  Senuah  (Neh.  xi.  9),  who  was 
second  in  conmiand  over  the  city,  appears  in  1  Chron.  ix.  7 
among  the  Benjamites;  Hadariah  and  Judah  being  probably 
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identical.  Seraiah's  younger  brother,  Azariah,  appears  as  a 
ruler  of  the  temple  (Neh,  xi.  11 ;  1  Chron.  ix.  11) ;  and  in 
Neh.  xi.  13,  a  great-grandson  of  Mesliillemoth  is  found  among 
the  heads  of  the  priests,  but  in  1  Chron.  ix.  12  a  great-great- 
grandson.  Another  argument  derived  firom  the  increase  of 
numbers  in  1  Chron.  ix.  as  compared  with  Neh.  xL  has  been 
before  adverted  to.^ 

III.  Examination  of  Neh.  x.  2-28. — ^In  Neh.  x.  2-28  various 
names  of  persons  who  subscribed  the  covenant  in  Nehemiah's 
time  are  the  names  of  persons  whose  ^*  children/'  that  is  pos" 
terityy  are  said  to  have  come  to  Jerusalem  along  with  Zerubbabel, 
nearly  a  century  before.  The  coincident  names  are  Azariah, 
Pashur,  Harim,  Jeshua,  Binnui,  Parosh,  Pahath-moab,  Elam, 
Zattu,  Azgad,  Bebai,  Bigvai,  Adin,  Ater,  Hashum,  Bezai, 
Hariphy  Rehum.  How  is  this  to  be  explained  P  Let  us  first 
consider  the  names  oi  priests  in  the  list.  Twenty-one  are  given 
relating  to  classes  of  priests  (3-9).  But  we  learn  £rom  Ezra  ii. 
36-39,  that  there  were  but  four  classes  of  them  who  returned  at 
the  time  of  Joshua  and  Zerubbabel;  Jedaiah,  Immer,  Pashur, 
and  Harim.  In  Neh.  xii.  1-7,  a  list  of  twenty-two  classes  is 
given  that  went  up  with  Zerubbabel  and  Joshua.  How  are 
uiese  accounts  to  be  brought  into  harmony?  The  original 
number,  four  classes,  containing  4,289  priests,  is  given  in  Ezra 
ii.  36-39.  It  was  immediately  enlarged,  from  endeavours  to 
bring  the  new  arrangements  of  the  restored  congregation  into 
conformity  with  those  of  the  pre-exile  one.  Twenty-four  classes 
were  soon  instituted.  Jedaiah  and  Immer  (Ezra  ii.)  are  wanting 
in  Neh.  x.  3-9  ;  and  Joiarib  (Neh.  xii.  6)  is  also  absent.  These 
three  make  up  the  number  twentv-four.  But  why  their  names 
are  absent  in  x.  3-9  we  cannot  teU.  It  may  be  that  they  were 
afterwards  omitted  by  mistake.  Or,  it  may  be,  as  Bertheau 
conjectures,  that  they  refiised  to  subscribe,  being  dissatisfied  with 
,  the  stringent  regulations  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah.  On  compar- 
ing 1  Chron.  xxiv.  7-19  we  find  seven  names  of  sacerdotal  classes 
corresponding  to  seven  in  Neh.  xii.  1-8,  Jehoiarib,  Jedaiah, 
Mijamin,  Abijah,  Shecaniah,  Bilgah,  Maaziah.  This  identity 
makes  it  probable  that  the  new  church  endeavoured  to  restore 
the  old  pre-exile  one  as  nearly  as  possible.  From  the  im- 
perfection of  the  list,  and  our  ignorance  of  many  circumstances 
connected  with  the  ecclesiastical  reforms  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah, 
entire  satisfaction  cannot  be  had. 

In  Neh.  X.  10-14  seventeen  names  of  Lepiticai  classes  are 
given.  Eight  classes  are  mentioned  in  the  time  of  the  high 
priest  Jeshua  (xii.  8,  etc.) ;  the  names  Jeshua,  Binnui,  Kadmiel, 
Sherebiah,  being  identical  in  the  two  lists. 

'  See  Herzfeld's  Geschlciite  dee  Yolkes  laraol,  yoI.  L  pp.  298, 299. 
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In  NeH.  x.  15-28,  the  heads  of  the  people  are  enumerated;  and 
aeyeral  of  them  also  occur  in  Ezra  ii.  and  Neh.  vii.  Here,  how- 
ever, there  are  forty-four  names,  while  Ezra  has  but  thirty- 
three.  The  number  had  increased  in  the  interval  between 
Zerubbabel  and  Nehemiah. 

Similarity  of  names  also  appears  in  Neh.  xii.  and  xi.  thus  : 
xii.  xi. 

7.  Sallu,  Jedaiah.  7,  10.  SaUu,  Jedaiah. 

8,  9.  Mattaniah,  Bakbukiah.       17.  Mattaniah,  Bakbukiah.^ 
lY.   Time  of  Nehemiah's  adminxstiiation. — The  time  of 

Nehemiah's  administration  at  Jerusalem  is  not  easily  aBcer- 
tained.  In  the  twentieth  year  of  Artaxerxes  he  first  visited 
Jerusalem  445  B.C.,  in  the  thirteenth  year  of  Ezra's  public 
life  at  the  same  place;  and  remained  there  twelve  years. 
Hence  he  returned  to  Babylon  B.a  430 ;  the  year  of  Eliaiahib's 
death  (Neh.  xiii.  28).  It  is  not  stated  how  long  he  remained 
at  the  Persian  court  before  his  second  visit  to  Judea.  Haver- 
nick'  has  rightly  inferred  from  xiii.  6,  that  he  revisited  Jeru- 
salem while  Artaxerxes  was  still  king  ;  the  word  king  meaning 
none  other  than  that  monarch.  As  Artaxerxes  died  in  424  b.c., 
Nehdtniah's  stay  is  limited  to  less  than  six  years.  Perhaps  he 
came  back  b.c.  423,  allowing  an  interval  long  enough  to  account 
for  all  the  disorder  and  corruption  that  had  arisen  in  his  absence. 
Thus  he  lived  in  the  time  of  Joiada  the  high  priest  and  of 
Durius  Nothus ;  but  it  is  not  likely  he  survived  Joiada,  who 
died  in  B.C.  402. 

The  accoimt  in  Nehemiah  respecting  Sanballat  and  his 
associates,  is  quite  falsified  by  Josephus,  who  makes  him 
governor  of  Samaria.  He  was  an  Arabian  (vi.  1),  and  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Samaritans,  as  far  as  the  Bible  narrative 
intimates.  It  is  also  incorrect  in  the  Jewish  historian  to  put 
him  in  the  time  of  Alexander  the  Great.'  For  what  reason  his 
son-in-law  Manasseh  Lb  called  high-priest  by  the  same  writer, 
we  are  unable  to  see ;  since  the  sacred  recora  does  not  mention 
Manasseh.  But  notwithstanding  such  blundering  on  the  part 
of  Josephus,  many  authors  have  followed  him;  thouffhtlessly 
representing  the  state  of  affiiirs  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  as  the 
uninspired  historian  describes  it. 

V.  AxjTHORSHiP  AND  Date.  —  The  passage  i.  1-vii.  6  pro- 
fessedly belongs  to  Nehemiah  himself.  The  nrst  person  singular 
is  employed  in  it,  and  everything  fiavours  its  authenticity.  The 
style  IS  Uvely,  exact,  and  forcible.  Peculiar  phrases  return  here 
and  there  which  seem  to  be  characteristic  of  the  narrator,  such 

^  Comp.  Bertheau,  Exe^t.   Handbuch,  xyIL  p.  228  et  seqq. ;    and  Henfeld, 
G«tchichte  des  V.  Iiiael,  toI.  i.  p.  812. 
t  fiinleitung,  ii  1,  p.  324.  *  ^^^A-  ^  7, 8. 
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88  the  good  hand  of  my  God  upon  fi^  (ii.  8 ;  ii.  18),  my  God  put 
in  my  heart  (ii.  12 ;  vii.  5).  Sanballat  mocked  the  Jews  (ii.  19  ^ 
iii.  33),  think  upon,  according  to  what  is  done  (v.  19 ;  yi.  14,  etc.). 
Two  words  in  the  section  seem  to  haye  been  an  interpolation  on 
the  part  of  the  Chronist,  **  Now  it  came  to  pass,  when  the  wall 
was  built,  and  I  had  set  up  the  doors,  and  the  porters  and  the 
singers  and  the  Levites  were  appointed, '^  etc.  (yii.  1).  Here  an 
interpolator,  misunderstanding  the  word  UHj^VT}  by  explaining 

it  of  the  temple  not  the  cify- watchman,  added,  ''the  singers  and 
the  Levites." 

The  passage  xii.  31-40  shews  itself  to  be  of  the  same  author- 
ship by  the  use  of  the  first  person  and  other  internal  marks, 
such  as  similarity  of  style  to  i.  1-vii.  5. 

A  third  passage  proceeding  from  Nehemiah  is  xiii.  4-31, 
where  the  first  person  singular  is  again  employed,  and  the  same 
kind  of  language  appears.  The  three  pieces  exemplify  the 
earnestness  of  the  person  relating  the  transactions  in  which  he 
was  engaged,  and  his  self-esteem. 

Chap.  yii.  6-66  contains  a  genealogical  register  found  by 
Nehemiah,  and  therefore  older  than  his  time.  There  are  two 
suppositions  respecting  it,  yiz.,  that  he  himself  inserted  ^t,  or 
that  some  later  person  did  so.  The  former  is  the  more  probable 
because  of  the  relation  between  xi.  1,  etc.,  and  yii.  4,  the  one 
detailing  the  measures  taken  by  Nehemiah  to  remedy  the  small- 
ness  of  the  population  referred  to  in  the  other,  and  both  being 
connected  by  a  list  of  the  people  who  had  returned  from  cap- 
tivity. Instead  of  numbering  the  Jews  as  a  necessary  prepara- 
tion for  filling  Jerusalem  with  an  adequate  amount  of  inhabi- 
tants, he  did  what  was  akin  to  it;  i.e,,  he  laid  down  for  the 
basis  of  his  measures  the  register  contained  in  an  old  list  which 
is  in  Ezra  ii.  1-67.  He  inserted  this  list  in  his  memoranda. 
But  if  Nehemiah's  object  was  thus  to  give  numbers  rather  than 
genealogies,  why  did  he  not  stop  with  the  sixty-sixth  verse  P 
Why  did  he  append  verses  67-73,  which  appear  superfluous 
as  rar  as  his  purpose  was  concerned?  A  satisfactory  answer 
cannot  be  given  to  these  questions,  unless  by  dissevering  all 
connexion  between  Nehemiah  and  the  verses  in  question,  which 
we  cannot  well  do.  That  Nehemiah  took  them  from  the  same 
source  as  the  preceding,  vii.  6-66,  can  hardly  be  doubted,  because 
they  are  nearly  identical  with  Ezra  ii.  65-70,  and  because,  on 
any  other  supposition,  they  must  refer  to  his  own  time ;  a  thing 
that  the  sixty-seventh,  sixty-eighth,  and  sixty-ninth  verses  ren- 
der impossible.  Thus  we  conclude  that  vii.  6-73a  was  incor- 
porated among  his  memoranda  by  Nehemiah  himself. 

In  vii.  73i.-x.  40  we  cannot  recognise  the  evidences  of  Nehe» 
miah-authorship,  and  are  therefore  obliged  to  attribute  the  sec- 
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tion  to  another  writer.    That  Nehemiah  was  not  the  writer  is 
inferred  from  the  following  phenomena. 

1.  Nehemiah  no  longer  appears  the  prominent  person  as 
before,  but  occapies  a  very  subordinate  pLetce.  He  is  now  the 
Tirsfuitha,  yiii.  9  ;  z.  2  ;  whereas  he  had  been  previously  styled 
the  governor,  v.  14,  15,  18. 

We  cannot  see  that  the  answer  of  Keil  to  this  argument  is 
sufficient,  yiz.,  that  Nehemiah  as  the  civil  stadtholder  of  the 
Persian  king  was  not  a  fit  person  to  conduct  the  religious 
solemnity  described  in  the  eighth  chapter,  which  belonged  only 
to  the  priest  and  scribe  Ezra,  but  could  appear  on  the  occasion 
as  nothing  more  than  a  principal  member  of  the  Israelitish 
church,  and  seal  the  document  renewing  the  covenant  at  the 
head  of  the  people's  representatives.^  We  learn  from  2  Maccab. 
i  18,  21  that  if  Nehemiah  was  not  of  a  priestly  family,  he 
at  least  ordered  the  priests  to  offer  a  sacrifice;  and  there  is 
nothing  connected  with  the  person  or  functions  of  Nehemiah 
as  he  is  before  depicted,  which  would  make  him  unsuitable 
for  the  prominent  place  occupied  by  Ezra  in  the  eighth 
chapter ;  especially  as  there  were  Levites  and  priests  associated 
with  him.  The  same  critic  alleges  that  T\n&  governor  merely 
expresses  official  position ;  whereas  Tirahatha  is  the  official  title 
of  the  Persian  governor  of  Judea,  which  is  appropriate  in  the 
present  official  act.     The  distinction  is  arbitrary. 

2.  The  names  Jehovah^  Adonai,  Elohim,  are  here  used  pro- 
miscuously (viii.  1,  6,  8,  9,  14,  16,  etc.) ;  whereas  Elohim  is  the 
prevailing  word  in  Nehemiah,  except  L  6,  11;  iv.  8,  where 
Jehovah  and  Adonai  occur. 

The  words  D^JJp,  D^H  nobles,  rulers  occur  in  ii.  16 ;  iv.  8, 
13  ;  V.  7,  17 ;  vi.  17 ;  vii.  5 ;  xii.  40 ;  xiii.  11,  but  not  in  vui.-x 
where  the  corresponding  expression  is  nttKH  ^p^*^  heads  of  the 
faihers,  viii.  13.* 

Keil  affirms  that  this  distinction  arises  from  the  difference  of 
subjects  treated ;  and  that  nohUs  or  rulers  could  not  be  spoken  of 
in  viii.-x.  along  with  the  priests  and  Levites,  but  only  heads  of 
the  fathers  as  representatives  of  the  people.'  We  cannot  see 
the  justice  or  truth  of  this  assertion. 

3.  The  eighth  chapter  speaks  of  the  celebration  of  the  feast 
of  tabernacles,  at  which  Nenemiah  as  well  as  Ezra  was  present. 
Of  this  celebration  we  read  :  "  since  the  days  of  Joshua  the  son 
of  Nun  unto  that  day  had  not  the  children  of  Israel  done  so.*' 
But  in  Ezra  iii.  it  is  said  that  the  feast  of  tabernacles  was  kept 
by  the  people  imder  ZerubbabeL     The  former  words  of  Neh. 

^  Einleitung,  page  462.  *  See  De  Wette's  Einleit.,  p.  291. 

•  Einleitimg,  page  463. 
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Tiii.  17  exclude  this  preceding  solemnity  which  had  been  kept 
within  the  century ;  for  it  is  vain  to  allege  that  p  so,  means 

that  the  joy  and  zeal  were  so  great  as  that  the  law  was  read  and 
explained  to  the  people  each  day  of  the  feast.  Besides,  the  in- 
formation concerning  the  feast  is  represented  to  have  been  as 
new  to  the  people,  in  the  second  instance  as  in  the  first.  What 
else  do  the  words,  *'  and  on  the  second  day  were  gathered  to- 
gether the  chief  of  the  fathers  of  all  the  people,  the  priests,  and 
the  Leyites,  imto  Ezra  the  scribe,  even  to  understand  the  words 
of  the  law.  And  they  found  written  in  the  law  which  the  Lord 
had  commanded  by  Moses,  that  the  children  of  Israel  should 
dwell  in  booths  in  the  feast  of  the  seventh  month ;" — ^what  else 
do  these  words  imply,  than  that  the  people  now  found  from  the 
law  when  and  how  the  feast  should  be  kept ;  a  thing  of  which 
they  had  been  ignorant  before?  The  language  does  not 
naturally  comport  either  with  the  fact  of  the  people's  former 
acquaintance  with  the  law  of  Moses,  or  their  having  kept  the 
same  feast  already  under  Zerubbabel.  Hence .  Nehemiah,  who 
is  represented  as  an  eye-witness  and  partaker  of  the  solenm 
festivity  on  this  second  occasion,  coidd  not  have  written  what 
contradicts  Ezra  iii.  4 ;  which  viii.  17  plainly  does.^ 

4.  There  is  a  verbal  similarity  between  the  commencement  of 
the  eighth  chapter  of  Nehemiah  and  Ezra  iii.  1,  thus  : 

KBHEMIA.H.  BZBA. 

"  And  when  the  seventli  month  came,  "  And  when  the  seventh  month  was 

the  children    of   Israel  were   in   their  come  and  the  children  of  Israel  were  in 

cities ;  and  all  the  people  gathered  them-  the  cities,  the  people  gathered  themselyea 

selyes  together  as  one  man  into  the  street  together  as  one  man  to  Jerusalem,"  etc. 
that  was  before  the  water-gate,"  etc. 

This  passage  immediately  succeeds  an  interpolated  document  in 
both,  which  document  has  several  variations  as  given  in  the  two 
places.  It  is  therefore  imlikely  that  Nehemiah  wrote  the  be- 
ginning of  chapter  viii.,  especially  as  it  proceeds  to  put  Ezra  in 
the  foreground  and  himself  in  the  back ;  drops  the  first  person 
singular  for  the  third ;  lays  aside  the  characteristic  features  of 
his  narratives ;  and  puts  an  earlier  history  into  a  later  period 
than  that  to  which  the  book  of  Ezra  assigns  it.  Kehemiah 
could  not  have  foimd  in  connection  with  the  register  he  dis- 
covered and  gives  in  chap.  viL,  the  description  with  which  the 
eighth  chapter  commences ;  because  in  the  book  of  Ezra  another 
and  earlier  history  is  found  in  the  same  connection.  And  he 
could  not  have  mmself  been  the  writer  of  viii.  1,  etc. ;  for  a 
different  stvle  is  assumed,  and  the  history  is  only  a  reproduction 
of  what  is  m  Ezra  iii.  1-3  and  ix.,  in  which  the  lormer  materials 

1  De  Wette,  Einldt.  p.  292. 
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are  dressed  out  with  an  application  to  Ezra  and  NehemiaH  of 
what  had  been  related  of  Zerubbabel.  Had  Nehemiah  been  the 
author,  he  woidd  ha^e  written,  as  an  eye-witness,  what  was 
correct  and  true.  We  cannot  suppose  him  giving  an  authen- 
tic account  of  what  occurred  in  his  time;  because  there  is  a 
manifest  imitation  of  Ezra  iii.  and  ix.  in  a  style  yery  unlike  his 
own. 

Nor  can  Ezra  have  been  the  writer  of  the  present  section  any 
more  than  Nehemiah,  though  Hayemick  adyocates  this  yiew.^ 
It  is  true  that  in  x.  1  the  person  writing  is  represented  as 
contemporary  with  the  transactions ;  that  Ezra  himself  appears 
as  the  leading  person  (yiii.  2,  etc.)  ;  and  that  his  name  does  not 
appear  among  those  who  sealed  or  subscribed  (x.  2-27) ;  whence 
it  has  been  inferred  that  he  wrote  the  document,  includ^g  him- 
self among  the  subscribers  (x.  1  and  31).  But  surely  the  pro- 
minence giyen  to  Ezra  in  the  eighth  chapter  is  against  his 
authorship ;  and  the  fact  of  his  name  being  absent  from  the  list 
of  those  who  sealed  militates  against  his  presence  on  the  24th  of 
Tisri.  Had  Ezra  written  the  document  he  would  certainly  have 
signed  it ;  for  it  is  gratuitous  to  say  with  Keil  ho  could  not 
haye  done  so  because  he  was  mediator  between  God  and  the 
people.  Perhaps  Zidkijah,  who  is  giyen  next  to  Nehemiah  (x.  2) 
and  precedes  Seraiah  the  ruler  of  the  temple,  consequently  no 
obscure  man,  was  the  same  as  Zadok  the  scribe  (Neh.  xiii.  13). 
He  subscribes  before  all  the  priests,  which  it  was  natural  for  him 
to  do  as  the  composer  of  the  document.  Had  Ezra  signed  he 
must  haye  done  so  in  Zadok's  place.  He  could  not  haye  sub- 
scribed after  him. 

The  section  before  us,  yiz.,  yii.  736.-X.,  belongs  to  the  Chro- 
nicle-writer, the  final  redactor  of  the  book  of  Nehemiah,  as 
internal  eyidence  shews.  Thus  the  eighth  chapter  speaks  of 
gatherings  together  of  the  people,  of  Leyites  taking  a  prominent 
part  in  the  transactions  recorded,  of  great  rejoicin|;s  at  the  feast, 
and  of  such  a  Mosaic  feast  as  had  not  occurred  for  a  yery  long 
time  (comp.  2  Chron.  yii.  9,  yiii.  13,  xxx.  1-5,  13-26,  xxxy. 
1-19).  In  like  manner  it  is  characteristic  of  him  that  he  makes 
no  mention  of  the  day  of  atonement,  though  it  occurred  but  fiye 
days  before  the  beginning  of  the  feast  of  the  tabernacles  ;  that 
he  contradicts  what  he  himself  had  said  already  of  the  former 
festival  (Ezra  iii.  4)  ;  and  quotes  as  in  the  law  of  Moses  what  is 
not  there,  yiz.,  ''  that  they  should  publish  and  proclaim  in  all 
their  cities,  and  in  Jerusalem,  saying.  Go  forth  unto  the  mount 
and  fetch  olive  branches,  and  pine  branches,  and  myrtle  branches, 
and  palm  branches,  and  branches  of  thick  trees,''  etc.  (ver.  15). 

1  Einleitimg,  II.,  i.  p.  807. 
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The  frequent  citations  of  the  Pentateuch  (viii.  14-18)  characterise 
the  same  compiler ;  and  the  designation  of  the  Levites  as  D^i)^^ 
Djjn  rW  or  DO^aD  alone,  (viiL  8,  7-9 ;  x,  29)  resembles  what 

T     T  V  •         •       • 

occurs  in  1  Ohron.  xv.  29,  xxv.  8,  xxvii.  32.  The  remark  that 
such  a  feast  had  not  been  observed  since  the  days  of  Joshua 
(viii.  17)  is  in  the  manner  of  the  same,  iL  7,  9,  viii.  13.  The 
interchange  of  S1DSf*1  and  ^1^5  (i^-  2,  3)  and  the  infinitive 

^*^  (ix.  13)  are  also  like  the  Chronist.  The  Persian  kings  are 
again  called  Kings  of  Assyria  (ix.  32)  as  in  Ezra  vi.  22.  As  to 
the  prayer  of  the  Levites  in  ix.  6-37,  it  consists,  with  a  few 
exceptions,  of  reminiscences  from  the  Pentateuch,  and  has  many 
repetitions.  The  phrase  mXTSH  W.  (ix.  30,  x.  29)  is  Chro- 
nistic,  as  has  been  observed  before.     So  also  is  '^  the  porters  and 

the  singers'*  in  x.  40;  and  D^^TD  &^J?)y/  (it  times  appointed 
(comp.  Neh.  x.  35  with  Ezra.  x.  14).  The  particulars  just 
adduced  are  a  sufficient  counterpoise  to  Stahelin's  denial  that 
the  section  proceeded  from  the  Chronist.^ 

We  do  not  think  that  the  Chronist  was  tJie  proper  author  of 
all  the  section  before  us.  He  compiled  it,  writing  himself,  as 
appears  to  us,  chaps,  viii.  and  ix.  Nor  can  we  agree  with 
Herzfeld*  in  supposing  the  prayer  of  the  Levites  in  ix.  6-37,  a 
relatively  genuine  production.  But  the  tenth  chapter  may  have 
proceeded  at  first  from  Nehemiah  himself;  as  the  use  of  the 
first  person  at  the  first  verse,  the  names  of  those  who  subscribed 
the  covenant,  the  document  given  in  x.  29-40,  and  the  presents 
D^TIOO  a^d  D^t<!^  (x.  30)  shew.  The  Chronist,  however,  has 
interpolated  the  chapter,  so  that  it  is  not  now  as  originally 
written.  The  twenty-ninth  verse,  for  example,  which  some- 
what interrupts  the  connection,  has  plain  marks  of  the  Chronist's 
pen. 

The  eleventh  chapter  belongs  to  the  time  of  Nehemiah ;  for, 
according  to  Neh.  xii.  8,  Mattaniah  was  one  of  those  who  pre- 
sided  over  the  singers  in  the  days  of  Joshua  the  high  priest ; 
and  we  learn  from  Neh.  xi.  17,  that  Mattaniah  was  the  son  of 
Micha,  the  son  of  Zabdi,  the  son  of  Asaph.  A  great  grandson 
of  his,  Zechariah,  was  at  the  dedication  of  the  wafls ;  as  we  learn 
from  Neh.  xii.  35,  where  Zabdi  is  called  Zaccur ;  and  we  find 
another  great  grandson,  XJzzi  (Neh.  xi.  22)  now  overseer  of  the 
Levites  at  Jerusalem.  All  this  agrees  with  putting  the  cata- 
logue in  the  time  of  Nehemiah,  somewhat  later  than  when  the 
walls  were  solemnly  dedicated.  There  is  nothing  against  the 
supposition  that  Nehemiah  himself  wrote  it.     It  connects  imme- 

*  Einleitnng  in  die  kanonisolien  Biicher  des  alten  Testaments,  p.  166. 

*  Gesohichte  des  Y.  Israel,  p.  311. 
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diately  with,  and  forms  a  proper  contimiatlon  of,  vii.  4.  That 
the  first  and  second  verses  are  too  silent  about  the  good  deeds 
of  the  reformer  to  have  proceeded  from  himself,  is  an  objection 
of  no  weight,  though  stated  by  Herzfeld.^  The  greater  part  of 
the  chapter  consists  of  a  statistical  table  (3-24),  the  first  two 
verses  being  introductory,  and  the  last  twelve  a  kind  of  appen- 
•dix.  Some  interpolations  may  be  detected,  viz.,  in  the  seven- 
teenth verse  the  words  n/$p\7  HTtin^  n^Hftn  B^K^  (to  be  sub- 
stituted for  npriJ^ri),  have  been  inserted  by  the  Chronist  in 
commendation  of  the  singers  of  Asaph's  family.  The  second 
half  of  the  twenty-second  verse,  and  the  twenty-third,  were 
interpolated  by  the  same.'  We  cannot  agree  with  Zunz  in  sup- 
posing the  eleventh  verse  to  be  Ohronistio.  Proceeding  from 
the  Chronicle-writer,  he  thinks  that  his  present  erroneousness 
may  be  rectified  by  himself  (1  Chron.  ix.  11),  ue.,  instead  of 
Seraiah  (who  lived  in  Jeremiah's  time)  we  should  read  Azariah. 
But  Azariah  may  have  been  a  younger  brother  of  Seraiah,  and 
both  may  be  mentioned  together  in  x.  3.  The  Seraiah  in  Jere- 
miah's days  is  not  confounded  with  the  Seraiah  here  mentioned, 
because  the  former  was  the  son  of  Azariah,  the  son  of  Hilkiah,  the 
son  of  Shallum,  the  son  of  Zadok,  the  son  of  Ahitub  (1  Chron.  v. 
38-40) ;  whereas  the  latter  was  the  son  of  Hilkiah,  son  of 
Meshullam,  son  of  Zadok,  son  of  Meraioth,  son  of  Ahitub  (xi.  11). 
The  same  names  appear  among  their  forefathers,  because  thev 
belonged  to  the  same  family.  Nor  should  the  twenty-fourth 
verse  be  assigned  with  Zunz  to  the  interpolator  or  Chronist. 
It  presents  no  ground  for  the  hypothesis.^ 

It  will  be  noticed  that  we  separate  the  eleventh  chapter  from 
the  tenth,  believing  it  to  have  no  proper  connection  with  the 
latter,  and  join  it  to  the  first  four  verses  of  the  seventh.  This 
is  contrary  to  Herzfeld's  view,  who  takes  viii.  1-xi.  36  as  one 
connected  section,  or  rather  viii.  1-xii.  26  as  a  united  whole, 
assigning  it  to  another  author  than  Nehemiah. 

We  may  now  consider  xii.  1-26,  which  seems  to  be  appended 
somewhat  loosely  to  the  preceding  narrative.  It  was  not 
written  by  Nehemiah,  else  he  would  not  have  spoken  of  himself 
in  the  twenty-sixth  verse  as  "  the  governor."  That  verse  runs 
thus :  "  These  were  in  the  days  of  Joiakim  the  son  of  Jeshua, 
the  son  of  Jozadak,  and  in  the  days  of  Nehemiah  the  governor, 
and  of  Ezra  the  priest,  the  scribe."  Herzfeld  argues  that  this 
cannot  refer  solely  to  the  preceding  xii.  1-25  since  the  section 
in  question  contains  almost  as  many  notices  relating  to  the  time 
of  Jeshua  as  to  that  of  his  son  Joiakim ;  and  it  appears  un- 

»  Geschichte  des  V.  Igrael,  vol.  i.  p.  814.  »  Ibid,  p.  812, 

3  D^e  GottesdieiiBtlicheii  Yortraeg^  der  Juden,  p.  26.     . 
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suitable  in  enumerating  the  principal  priests  and  Leyites  to 
have  respect  to  their  being  contemporary  with  Ezra  und 
Nehemiah  with  whom  they  had  no  connection.  Hence  he 
infers  that  xii.  26  must  refer  to  something  before  xii.  l-25» 

S probably  to  viii.  1,  etc.  It  was  an  ancient  opinion,  as  we  learn 
rom  Josephus,  that  Joiakim  and  Ezra  died  about  the  same 
time,  according  to  which  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  were  to  be  put  in 
Joiakim's  days;  and  a  chronology  results,  deviating  in  some 
respects  from  that  in  Neh.  iii.  1 ;  for  the  events  related  in  viii. 
1,  etc.,  are  represented  to  be  somewhat  earlier  than  Neh.  iii.  1 
assumes,  in  the  latter  days  of  Joiakim  instead  of  his  son 
Eliashib.1 

We  greatly  doubt  the  validity  of  this  reasoning.  The  twenty- 
sixth  verse  refers  to  the  twelfth,  and  there  is  no  need  to  suppose 
any  ulterior  allusion.  There  is  no  proper  union  between  chaps, 
xi.  and  xii.  1-26 ;  and  Herzfeld's  attempt  to  make  them  parts 
of  one  and  the  same  original  section  appears  to  us  a  failure. 
Nehemiah  himself  did  not  insert  xii.  1-26  into  his  memoranda, 
because  the  heads  of  the  priests  and  Levites  of  his  own  time  are 
absent  from  the  list.  It  proceeded  from  the  Chronicle-writer, 
for  in  verses  10,  11,  22,  the  high  priest*s  family  register  is 
brought  down  to  Jaddua,  a  supposed  contemporary  of  Alexander 
the  Great;  and  the  twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  verses  are 
full  of  well-known  phrases  characteristic  of  the  Chronist. 
Herzfeld  indeed  argues,  that  the  section  could  not  have  been 
inserted  by  this  compiler  because  xii.  27-xiii.  3  proceeds  from 
him  in  part,  and  it  would  be  singular  in  any  writer  to  have  a 
concluding  formula  like  that  in  xii.  26  before  a  proper  conclu- 
sion.^ But  the  basis  of  xii.  27-xiii.  8  was  Nehemiah's  composi- 
tion; and  the  commencement  of  the  paragraph  as  far  as  Sl^dr] 

(in  verse  27)  is  certainly  his.  The  Chronist  took  a  passage 
written  by  Nehemiah,  which  he  ^abridged  and  interpolated ; 
giving  it  the  form  it  now  has  in  xii.  27-xiii.  3.  Zunz  supposes 
that  "the  book  of  the  Chronicles,"  quoted  in  the  twenty-third 
Terse,  means  our  present  canonical  Chronicles ;  which  is  doubtful, 
because  the  lists  of  priests  and  Levites  referred  to  as  existing  in 
the  book,  are  not  in  the  Chronicles  we  now  have.  Thus  xii.  27- 
xiii.  3  is  a  piece  written  over  and  elaborated  by  the  Chronicle- 
writer.  Some  parts  of  it  were  manifestly  written  by  Nehemiah, 
as  the  twenty-seventh  from  nnOfcH  ^  the  forty-second  verse. 
The  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth  verses,  where  Asaph,  and  David 
the  man  of  GtoA  appear,  are  Chronistic.  In  the  forty- third  verse 
ireHgious  joy  is  mentioned  five  tim'bs ;  and  from  the  forty-fourth 
to  the  forty-seventh  verses  inclusive  davour  strongly  of  the 

^  Getchichte  dee  Y.  IsrtMl,  vol.  i,^.  9^.  «  iU<L 
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•Chronicle- writer.  In  xiii.  2  we  have  a  reminisoenoe  from  Dent, 
xxiii.  4-6,  and  the  appellation  "book  of  Moses/'  both  remind- 
ing us  of  the  same  author.  The  third  verse  does  not  agree  with 
Neh.  xiii.  13-27.  Chronologically  speaking,  this  piece  belongs 
to  vii.  1-4  where  the  walls  are  spoken  of  as  completed.  The 
dedication  of  them  here  referred  to  followed  the  finishing  of 
the  walls.  The  remainder  of  the  book  (xiii.  4-31)  proceeded 
from  Nehemiah  himself. 

From  this  analysis  it  appears,  that  Nehemiah  himself  did  not 
write  the  book  which  now  bears  his  name.  It  was  compiled 
irom  his  memoranda  and  other  materials,  by  the  writer  oi  the 
Chronicles.  Accordingly  the  time  coincides  with  that  of  the 
Chronicles.  And  this  is  confirmed  by  internal  evidence;  for 
Jaddua's  name  occurs  in  xii.  11,  22,  and  we  learn  from  Josephus 
that  he  was  high  priest  when  Alexander  the  Great  visited 
Jerusalem.  He  became  priest  366  b.c.,  Nehemiah  came  to 
Jerusalem  in  the  twentieth  year  of  Artaxerxes  and  in  the  priest- 
hood of  Eliashib,  i.e.,  445.  At  what  time  he  died  cannot  be 
discovered ;  but  though  Havemick  supposes  he  may  have  seen 
Jaddua,  it  is  by  a  combination  of  unlikely  circumstances,  49uch 
as,  he  was  twenty  years  old  when  he  came  first  to  Jerusalem 
under  the  pontificate  of  Eliashib.  He  was  contemporary  with 
Joiada,  Eliashib's  son,  who  succeeded  his  father  in  the  pontifi- 
cate, and  may  therefore  have  lived  in  the  time  of  Jaddua,  if 
seventy  years  be  added  to  the  twenty.^  But  even  this  calcula- 
tion does  not  suffice,  since  it  brings  Nehemiah  only  to  the  high 
priesthood  of  Johanan,  875  B.C. ;  whereas  Jaddua  did  not  become 
high  priest  till  366.  We  know  that  some  have  attempted  to 
shew  now  much  Josephus's  account  respecting  the  meeting  of 
Alexander  and  Jaddua  at  Jerusalem  abounds  with  historical  and 
chronological  errors.  And  it  is  probable  that  there  is  a  mistake 
in  it  so  far  as  relates  to  their  meeting;  for  Onias  succeeded 
Jaddua  in  the  pontificate,  in  the  first  year  of  Alexander.  .But 
this  circumstance  does  not  afiect  the  total  improbability  of 
Nehemiah  living  till  the  high  priesthood  t)f  Jaddua;  even 
though  he  died  at  a  great  age.  It  is  just  possible  that  Nehe- 
miah may  have  lived  till  370  B.C.,  which  would  make  him  ninety- 
■five  years  old,  according  to  Havemick's  hypothesis  respecting 
his  age  when  he  first  came  to  Jerusalem ;  bat  even  that  date 
does  not  reach  the  beginning  of  Jaddua's  high  priesthood. 
And  he  must  have  entered  upon  office  when  he  is  spoken  of  in 
Neh.  xii.  22,  for  the  language  plainly  implies  thus  much. 
This  mention  of  Jaddua  brings  the  time  of  complation  within 
866-832. 

We  ore^aware  that  the  tenth  and  eleventh  verses  of  Neh.  ziL 

1  Einleitimg,' II.  1,  pp.  420,  421. 
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in  whicH  Jaddua  occurs,  as  also  the  twenty-second  and  twenty- 
third  verses  have  been  considered  interpolations  by  many  critics. 
The  hypothesis  is  an  arbitrary  one,  unless  the  interpolator  be 
considered  the  Chronist  himself  working  upon  a  previous 
document.  As  long  as  the  verses  are  pronounced  marginal 
annotations  subsequently  taken  into  the  text,  the  statement  is 
gratuitous. 

In  Neh.  xii.  22  mention  is  made  of  *'  Darius  the  Persian/^ 
As  Jaddua  is  spoken  of  in  the  same  verse  this  can  be  no  other 
than  Darius  Codomannus  III.  the  last  king,  who  began  his 
short  reign  in  335  B.r.  He  could  not  be  Darius  Nothus  who 
died  405  B.C.,  because  the  words  in  the  twenty-second  verse 
imply  a  later  reign  than  his  :  "  also  the  priests  (the  Levites  just 
mentioned  being  in  the  days  of  Eliashib  to  Jaddua)  to  the  reign 

of  Darius  the  Persian,"  where  though  7fi  not  ^JJ  stands,  the 

sense  is  the  same,  and  there  is  no  necessity  for  supposing  with 
Bertheau  a  later  exchange  of  the  one  for  the  other.  This  men- 
tion of  Darius  brings  down  the  composition  of  the  work  as  late 
as  335-331  b.c.  Whether  the  phrase,  "Darius  the  Persian," 
implies  that  the  writer  or  compiler  lived  under  a  non-Persian 
dominion,  and  so  later  than  Darius  Codomannus,  we  wiU  not 
affirm.     It  is  probable. 

VI.  Summary  of  Authorship  in  the  books  of  Ezra  and 
Nehemiah. — The  extended  work  of  the  Chronist  embraced  a 
post-exile  as  well  as  a  pre-exile  part ;  but  the  former  was  after- 
wards separated  from  the  latter  and  received  a  distinct  name, 
the  book  of  Ezra,  including  what  is  now  Nehemiah.  In  this 
post-exile  portion  the  Chronicle-writer  copied  his  sources  more 
extensively  than  in  the  preceding  part.  In  Ezra  ii.  1-69  he 
gave  an  old  list ;  in  iv.  8-vi.  18,  a  fragment  of  an  Aramean 
narrative  which  he  had  got.  In  vii.  12-ix.  15  he  inserted  a 
piece  of  Ezra's  memoirs,  and  in  x.  18-33,  he  put  a  list  or  register 
which  had  come  into  his  hands.  Thus  more  than  two-thirds 
of  the  book  of  Ezra  was  transcribed  from  the  sources  at  his 
disposal.  With  respect  to  the  book  of  Nehemiah  which  was 
merely  intended  as  an  appendix  to  the  whole,  he  filled  up  gaps 
in  Nehemiah's  memoirs  with  vii.  736.-ix.,  xii.  1-xiii.  3,  and 
with  minor  interpolations  besides.  We  have  then  left  for  the 
authorship  of  Ezra  vii.  12-ix.  15,  and  for  Neh.  L  1-vii.  73a., 
X.  at  first ;  xi.  xiiL  4-31. 

The  style  of  Ezra  in  the  historical  part  is  exceedingly  dry. 
His  prayer  is  written  in  a  more  lively  strain.  The  language  is 
of  a  later  and  degenerate  complexion.  It  is  easy  to  account  for 
^tfae  difference.  One  who  had  passed  his  earlier  years  in  foreign 
lands  could  not  be  expected  to  write  good  Ilebrew.    In  prayers 


DX7RATI0N  OF  THE  CAPnvmr.  149 

the  Hebrew  mind  had  greater  facility  of  expression,  because  of 
its  religious  direction,  and  the  help  of  reminiscences  from  the 
old  sacred  books.  In  point  of  language,  Nehemiah's  composi- 
tion is  little  better  than  Ezra's ;  but  his  narratives  are  forcible 
and  lively. 

The  mode  of  narration  in  the  Chronicles  is  various  according 
to  the  origin  and  nature  of  the  materials  employed.  It  is  best 
in  the  parts  relating  to  public  worship,  because  the  writer  wa«t 
most  interested  in  these,  and  also  because  he  could  avail  him 
self  there  of  many  old  technical  or  characteristic  expressions. 
Hence  his  style  is  tolerably  facile.  But  the  language  is  weak 
and  degenerate.  The  word-forms  peculiar  to  him  are  awkward 
and  imskilful.  Many  of  his  words  and  grammatical  construc- 
tions are  half  Habbinical. 

VII.  The  so-called  seventy  years'  captivity  in  Babylon. 
— ^The  captivity  of  the  Jews  in  Babylon  is  commonly  regarded  as 
lasting  seventy  years.  The  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  the  death 
of  Zedekiah,  and  the  deportation  of  most  of  the  inhabitants  to 
Babylon  by  Nebuchadnezzar  happened  either  in  588  or  587  B.C., 
probably  the  latter.  According  to  Ezra  i.  1 ;  v.  13 ;  vi.  3 ; 
2  Chron.  xxxvi.  22,  Cyrus  gave  permission  to  the  Jews  to  return 
in  the  first  year  of  his  rei^,  i,e.  in  538.  Hence  the  first  colony 
arrived  in  Judea  in  537.  Dating  therefore  from  the  destruction 
of  Jerusalem,  the  exile  lasted  about  fifty  years ;  more  exactly 
perhaps  forty-nine,  i.e.,  from  the  nineteentn  of  Nebuchadnezzar 
till  the  end  of  the  two  years'  dominion  of  the  Median  king 
whom  Cyrus  set  over  Babylon,  called  by  Daniel  Darius  the  son 
of  Ahasuerus,  of  the  seed  of  the  Medes.  In  Ptolemy's  canon, 
however,  as  well  as  in  Herodotus,  no  regard  is  paid  to  this  short 
and  intermediate  sovereignty;  so  that  from  the  nineteenth  of 
Nebuchadnezzar  till  the  first  of  Cyrus  is  exactly  forty-seven 
years.  Ewald  identifies  this  Darius  with  the  Cyaxares  of  Xeno- 
phon.  From  the  deportation  of  Jehoiachin  598  B.C.  it  continued 
about  sixty-one  years.  How  then  did  the  opinion  or  tradition 
arise,  that  the  captivity  was  of  seventy  years^  duration?  It 
could  not  have  been  from  computation,  but  from  Jeremiah's 
prophecy  in  xxv.  12.  The  number  seventy  in  this  passage 
stands  as  a  round,  indefinite  one,  meaning  a  long  time  generally. 
Zechariah  also  speaks  of  seventy  years  during  which  the  Lord 
shewed  His  indignation  against  Jerusalem  and  the  cities  of 
Judah,  usinff  that  as  a  round  number ;  for  in  vii.  I,  5,  two  years 
later,  he  stul  speaks  of  seventy  vears.  Belying  on  Jeremiah 
the  Chronicle-writer  also  speaks  of  seventy  years.  Accordingly 
in  Ezra  iii.  12,  where  it  is  related  that  the  first  altar  was  erected 
B.C.  636,  many  old  men  were  present  who  had  seen  the  first 
house.    Fifty-two  years  had  elapsed  since  it  was  destroyed.     In 
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accordance  with  this  notice  Haggai  asks  (ii.  3),  '^  Who  is  left^ 
among  you  that  saw  this  house  in  her  first  glory^  etc.  ?"    Sixty- 
seven  years  had  elapsed ;  but  if  the  exile  lasted  sevienty  yea^f^ 
yeiy  few  persons  would  have  suryiyed. 

Perhaps  Josephus  has  contributed  to  the  erroneous  supposition 
that-  the  captivity  continued  seventy  years.  In  his  Antiquities 
xi.  1,  1  he  says,  that  the  first  year  of  Cyrus's  reign  was  the 
seventieth  from  the  day  that  the  Jews  were  removed  out  of  their 
own  land  into  Babylon,  etc.  But  ho  is  very  inconsistent,  for  in 
his- treatise  against  Apion  i.  21  we  read,  "in  them  (our  books) 
it  is  written  that  Nebuchadnezzar,  in  the  eighteenth  year  of  his 
reign>  laid  our  temple  desolate,  and  so  it  lay  in  that  state  of 
obscurity  for  fifty  years ;  but  that  in  the  second  year  of  th& 
reign  of  Gyrus  its  foundations  were  laid,  and  it  was  finished 
again  in  the  second  year  of  Darius.^'  This  passage  makes  the 
time  in  which  the  temple  lay  in  ruins  amount  to  fifty-four  years 
and  a  few  months.  But  there  is  reason  for  supposmg  the  text 
of  it  to  be  corru]^.  We  have  purposely  omitted  referring  to 
Daniel  ix.  25,  because  we  do  not  look  upon  the  book  as  authen- 
tio.  Of  course  there  is  no  true  warrant  for  dating  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Babylonian  captivity  from  606  b.c.,  as  Prid^ux 
doeSy  ue.  from  the  fourth  year  of  Jehoiakim.^  And  the  begin- 
ning  of  Daniel's  servitude  cannot  be  the  beginning  of  the  so- 
called  seventy  years  of  the  Babylonish.  C£^tivity«  Mr.  Hooper,, 
in  his  learned  work  Falmoni,  has  thrown  mudi  light  on  tha 
datesr  of  these  and  other  historical  events.^ 

1  The  Old  and  Kew  Ttetament  connected,  etc,  i^.  i.  p.  62,  edl  17  lU. 
*  Falmoni,  p.  348  et^saqq. 
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I.  Odntents. — ^The  book  of  Esther  relates  tkat  Ahasuerus, 
wha  ruled  over  127  province^  made  a  great  feast  for  all  his  nobles^ 
in  his>  Persian  capital  Shushan,  in  the  third  year  of  his  reign. 
It  lasted  180  days;  after  which  he  made  a  feast  for  all  the 
people  present  in  the  palace,  and  continued  it  for  seven  days. 
Yashti  his  queen  also  made  a  feast  for  the  women  in  the  royal 
house.  On  the  seventh  day,  when  the  king's  heart  was  merry 
with  wine,  he  commanded  his  seven  chamberlains  to  bring  tlie 
queen  that  the  people  and  princes  might  see  her  beauty.  But 
sne  refused  to  come,  and  uierefore  the  king  was  angry.  On 
consulting  the  wise  men  respecting  the  proper  punishment  to  be 
inflicted  on  her,  they  advised  him,  lest  the  precedent  should 
encourage  other  women,  to  divorce  Yashti  and  take  a  better. 
The  advice  was  approved  and  adopted.  Royal  letters  were  sent 
into  all  the  provinces,  that  every  man  should  bear  rule  in.  his 
own  house  (i.  1-22). 

After  this  the  king's  servants  proposed,  that  fair  young  vir- 
^;ins  should  be  gathered  together  out  of  all  the  provinces  of  the 
empire,  in  order  that  one  might  be  selected  for  queen  in  place 
of  Vashti.  Now  it  so  happened,  that  there  was  a  Jew  named 
Mordecai,  a  descendant  of  one  who  had  been  carried  away  cap- 
tive from  Jerusalem.  He  brought  Hadassah  or  Esther  hia 
uncle's  daughter,  a  fair  and  beautifal  damsel,  whom  Mordecai 
had  adopted  for  his  own  daughter.  This  Esther  was  conducted 
with  many  others  to  the  keeper  of  the  royal  harem,  where  she 
concealed  her  Hneage,  agreeably  to  the  caution  of  Mordecai. 
Having  been  presented  to  the  king  in  her  turn,  she  pleased  him 
more  than  all  the  rest ;  so  that  he  set  the  royal  crown  on  her 
heady  and  made  her  (|ueen  instead  of  Yaahti.  Then  Ahasuerus 
made  a  great  feast,  in  honour  of  her  coronation,  accompanied 
with  a  remission  of  taxes  to  the  provinces,  and  great  gifts.  In 
tiu>se  days  Mordecai  discovered  a  oonspiracy  against  the  kinff'a 
life  by  two  of  his  chamberlains ;  and  told  Esther  of  it,  who 
infofmed  t^  king  (ii.  1-23). 
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Long  after  these  things,  Haman  an  Amalekite  was  promoted 
above  all  the  princes.  By  the  royal  command  all  the  king's 
servants  who  were  about  the  court  bowed  and  did  him  homage 
as  he  passed,  with  the  exception  of  Mordecai.  The  latter, 
though  repeatedly  spoken  to  by  his  associates,  gave  no  heed  to 
their  remonstrances,  which  led  to  their  telling  Haman  of  the  dis- 
respect, as  also  of  Mordecai's  Jewish  birth.  Haman  was  there- 
fore greatly  incensed,  and  meditated  the  destruction  of  all  the 
Jews  throughout  the  kin^om.  The  lot  was  cast  before  him  from 
day  to  day  for  nearly  twelve  months,  till  Adar  seemed  the  month 
pomted  out  by  the  divination  as  most  suitable  for  the  execution 
of  his  purpose.  He  then  informed  the  king  that  a  people  were 
dispersed  throughout  the  empire  whose  laws  were  different  from 
those  of  all  other  nations,  who  did  not  observe  the  king's  laws, 
and  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  exist.  It  was  proposed  that 
they  should  be  destroyed.  Haman  engaged  to  pay  10,000 
talents  of  silver  into  the  royal  treasury.  To  this  the  king 
agreed.  Letters  were  sent,  bearing  the  royal  signature  and  seal, 
into  all  the  provinces  of  the  kingdom  to  destroy  all  the  Jews 
indiscriminately,  of  every  age  and  sex,  in  one  day — the  13th  of 
the  twelfth  month — and  to  seize  their  property.  After  the  posts 
went  out,  the  kin?  and  Haman  sat  down  to  drink ;  but  the  city 
Shushan  was  perplexed  (iii.  1-15). 

When  Mordecai  perceived  what  was  done,  he  put  on  sackcloth 
with  ashes,  and  went  crying  bitterly  through  the  city  till  he 
came  before  the  kind's  gate.  Informed  by  her  attendants  of 
his  presence  and  attire,  Esther  was  exceedingly  grieved,  and 
sent  raiment  to  clothe  him,  which  he  refused  to  put  on.  One  of 
the  chamberlains  having  been  despatohed  to  inquire  what  was 
the  matter,  Mordecai  told  him  of  all  that  had  happened ;  gave 
him  a  copy  of  the  royal  decree  commanding  the  extirpation  of 
his  people,  and  sent  a  pressing  request  to  Esther  that  she  should 
supplicate  her  royal  husband  on  behalf  of  the  Jews.  But  she 
sent  back  word  that  to  go  imsummoned  into  the  king's  presence 
was  a  capital  offence — except  the  king  stretched  out  the  golden 
floeptre  in  token  of  forgiveness.  He  returned  in  answer  that 
her  own  fate  was  bound  up  with  the  sentence  proclaimed  against 
her  kindred;  that  deliverance  might  happen  from  some  other 
quarter ;  and  that  perhaps  she  had  been  elevated  for  the  very 
purpose  of  saving  her  nation  at  such  a  crisis.  In  consequence 
of  this  message  she  requested  Mordecai  to  have  all  the  Jews  in 
Shushan  gathered  together  to  keep  fast  for  three  days  on  her 
account ;  intimating  at  the  same  time  that  she  and  her  maidens 
would  fast  before  she  went  in  to  the  king  at  the  risk  of  her  Ufe 
(iv.  1-17). 

The  third  day  after,  Esther,  clothed  in  royal  apparel,  pre* 
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sented  herself  before  the  king.  She  was  graciously  received— 
Ahasuerus  holding  out  to  her  the  golden  sceptre,  whose  top  she 
touched.  When  asked  what  was  her  request,  and  having  re- 
ceived the  promise  of  it,  should  it  even  amount  to  the  half  of 
the  kingdom,  she  requested  tht^t  the  king  and  Haman  might 
come  that  day  to  a  banquet  prepared.  At  table  the  king  asked 
again  what  was  her  petition.  This  she  promised  to  make  known 
on  the  morrow,  if  the  king  and  Haman  would  honour  her  with 
their  presence  at  another  banquet  on  that  day.  As  Haman 
went  ix>rth  with  a  glad  heart  from  the  royal  presence,  and  saw 
Mordecai  who  paid  him  no  reverence,  he  was  incensed  against 
him,  but  refrained  from  violence.  After  he  went  home  he  called 
his  friends  together  and  his  wife,  whom  he  told  of  all  his  wealth, 
and  children,  and  bonoiLrs ;  how  he  had  sat  with  the  king  and 
queen,  and  was  again  to  be  at  the  royal  table  the  next  day. 
''  Yet  all  this,''  he  said,  '^  availeth  me  nothing,  so  long  as  I  see 
Mordecai  sitting  at  the  kin^s  gate."  By  the  counsel  of  his 
wife  and  friends,  he  had  a  gallows  erected,  and  was  to  apply  the 
next  day  for  the  king's  order  to  have  Mordecai  hanged  on  it 
(v.  1-14). 

On  that  night  the  king  could  not  sleep ;  and  to  relieve  the 
tediousness  of  the  time  he  commanded  the  book  of  the  record  of 
the  chronicles  to  be  brought,  which  was  read  before  him.  After 
hearing  of  the  good  service  done  him  by  Mordecai  when  two 
chamberlains  plotted  against  his  life,  he  inquired  what  reward 
had  been  received  for  it.  Being  told  that  no  requital  had  been 
made,  he  inquired  what  courtier  was  in  attendance,  and  was  told 
that  Haman  was  in  the  court,  who  was  summoned  into  the  royal 
presence,  and  commanded  to  give  his  advice  as  to  what  should 
be  done  to  the  man  whom  the  Isins  delighted  to  honour.  Think- 
ing such  a  man  to  be  none  other  than  himself,  he  counselled  the 
kinff  to  have  him  robed  in  the  royal  apparel,  the  crown  put  on 
his  head,  mounted  on  the  king's  horse,  and  conducted  through 
the  street  of  the  city  by  one  of  the  king's  most  noble  princes, 
proclaiming  before  him,  ''Thus  shall  it  be  done  to  the  man 
whom  the  king  delighteth  to  honour."  The  king  acting  imme- 
diately on  this  advice,  ordered  Haman  to  do  all  this  to  Mordecai 
the  Jew.  After  it  was  done,  Haman  returned  to  his  home  full 
of  envy  and  malice,  where  he  told  his  wife  and  friends  of  all 
that  had  happened  (vi.  1-13). 

While  the  conference  was  proceeding  at  his  house,  the  royal 
chamberlains  came  to  conduct  him  to  the  queen's  banquet, 
where,  after  the  king's  inquiry  had  been  repeated,  Esther  said 
that  she  preferred  her  suit  for  her  own  life  and  her  people's  who 
were  sentenced  to  die.  If  bondage  only  had  been  determined 
upon  for  them,  she  would  not  have  ventured  to.  intercede. fcur 
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them.  After  the  king  asked  wha  and  where  the  man  waa  that 
durst  presume  in  his  heart  to  do  so,  and  had  received  the  answer- 
that  Haman  was  the  wicked  enemy,  he  rose  up  ^ngry  and  went 
to  the  palace  garden;  while  Haman  begged  his  \\iq  from. the 
queen.  Eeturning  from  the  garden,  he  was  the  more  enraged 
at  what  appeared  to  him  EEaman's  improper  familiarity  with 
Esther ;  and  being  informed  of  the  gallows  erected  in  Haman's 
house  for  Mordecai,  ordered  him  to  be  hanged  on  it  (vi.  14« 
viL  10). 

Ahasuerus  gave  all  that  Haman  had  to  his  queen,  who  ap- 
pointed Mordecai  the  administrator  of  it,  after  he  had  appeared 
in  the  royal  presence  and  received  the  king's  ring  as  the  token 
of  his  authority.  In  the  mean  time,  Esther  had  told  her  royal 
husband  of  the  relationship  between  her  and  MordecaL  Still 
however  the  letters  devised  by  Haman  remained  in  force ;  and 
therefore  Esther  besought  the  King  with  tears  to  avert  the  mis- 
chief. As  it  was  considered  among  the  Persians  that  what  was 
written  in  the  king's  name  and  sealed  with  his  ring  was  irrevoc- 
sible,  Ahasuerus  ordered  Mordecai  to  send  letters  by  post  on 
horseback,  authorising  the  Jews  to  gather  themselves  together 
and  defend  their  lives  against  every  one  who  should  assault 
them,  as  also  to  destroy  and  kill  all  the  people  who,  by  at- 
tacking, should  expose  themselves  to  danger.  Mc^decai  went 
forth  with  ffreat  honour  from  the  royal  presence,  the  city  of 
Shusan  rejoiced,  and  the  Jews  were  glad  throughout  all  the 
realm,  wherever  the  king's  decree  came  (viii  1-17). 

On  the  thirteenth  day  of  the  month  Adar,  the  day  appointed 
for  the  execution  of  tne  king's  decree  against  the  Jews,  this 
people  gathered  together  in  their  cities  throughout  all  the  pro- 
vinces of  the  empire,  to  fall  upon  such  as  sought  their  hurt* 
No  man  could  withstand  them.  The  principal  men  of  the  pro- 
vinces helped  the  Jews,  becaiise  the  fear  of  Mordecai  had  affeoted 
them.  All  the  enemies  of  the  Jews  were  smitten  with  a  greali 
destruction.  In  Shushan  the  palace,  500  men  were  slain  and 
destroyed,  besides  the  ten  sons  of  Haman ;  but  the  spoil  was 
not  touched.  On  the  number  of  those  slain  in  Shushan  being 
brought  before  Ahasuerus,  he  asked  Esther  what  farther  she 
would  have.  She  requested  that  the  slaughter  should  be  re- 
newed next  day,  and  that  Haman's  ten  sons  should  be  hanged 
on  the  gallows.  This  was  done  accordingly;  and  300  more 
were  slain  in  Shushan.  The  Jews  in  the  provinces  slew  75,000| 
and,  like  those  in  the  ci^ital,  touched  nothing  of  the  prey.  In 
the  villages  they  rested  on  the  14th  of  Adar,  making  it  a  day  of 
feasting  and  gladness.  But  those  in  Shushan  rested  on  the  15tih 
d»ijf  which  they  oelebrated  as  a  festival;  Uke  their  brethren  in 
tbe  provinces  (u|.  1-19), 
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• 

After  this,  Mordecai  wrote  to  all  the  Jews  far  and  near 
throughout  tJie  empire  to  make  the  celebration  perpetual  from 
year  to  year,  on  the  14th  and  15th  days  of  Adar.  This  was 
done,  and  the  days  were  called  Purim^  after  the  name  of  Pur;, 
because  Haman  had  cast  the  M  to  destroy  them.  Then  Esther 
and  Mordecai  wrote  with  all  authority  to  confirm  these  days,  of 
Purim  (ix.  20-32). 

Ahasuerus  laid  a  tribute  upon  the  land  and  the  isles  of  the: 
sea.  And  all  the  acts  of  his  power  and  the  declaration  of  Mor« 
decai's  greatness  were  written  in  the  book  of  the  chroniclea  of 
the  Kings  of  Media  and  Persia,  (x.  1-3). 

II.  Scope  of  thb  Book. — The  scope  of  the  work  is  to  relate- 
the  historical  occasion  of  the  feast  of  Purim  or  lots,  which  is  to 
the  Jews  what  the  Saturnalia  was  to  the  Romans ;  and  is  cele- 
brated on  the  14th  and  15th  days  of  the  month  Adar.  It  is  not 
to  illustrate  the  providence  of  God  towards  his  Church,  though, 
that  is  signally  displayed  in  the  remarkable  deliverance  of  the 
Jews  recorded ;  nor  is  it  to  encourage  the  Jews  after  their  return 
to  Palestine  to  lean  more  fully  on  the  promises  relating  to  the. 
Messiah  who  was  to  appear,  and  to  promote  the  restoration  of 
their  ecclesiastical  and  civil  polity,  as  Carpzov  thinks.^ 

III.  Thb  Auastjekus  of  the  Book. — Qreat  difference  of 
opinion  has  existed  respecting  the  Ahasuerus  of  the  book.  Ha 
was  not  Cambyses ;  because  the  length  of  his  reign  forbids :  nor 
Darius  the  Mede,  who,  after  subduing  Babylon  and  enlarging 
his  territories,  lived  no  more  than  two  years.  Nor  was  he 
Astyages,  Darius's  fstther-in-law,  because  the  extent  of  Ahar 
suerus  s  empire  does  not  agree  with  the  small  dominion  belong- 
ing to  Astyages.  Nor  does  Artaxerxes  Longimanus  suit ;  though 
Josephus,  Petavius,  Lidbtfoot,  Le  Clerc,  i^rideaux,  Hales,,  and 
others  fix  upon  him.  The  favour  shewn  to  the  Jews  by  him, 
above  all  other  kings  that  reigned  in  Persia,  is  not  a  proof  that 
they  had  in  his  days  such  an  advocate  as  Esther  to  intercede 
for  them.  In  the  book  of  Nehemiah  it  is  never  hinted  that  hia 
queen  was  a  Jbwoss,  though  she  is  mentioned  (iL  6).  And  the 
cnaracter  of  Artaxerxes  does  not  accord  with  that  of  Ahasuerua 
in  this  book.  Still  less  will  any  other  Artaxerxes  agree ;  whether 
Mnemon,  as  Jerome  and  Eusebius  suppose ;  or  Ochus,  as  L.  Cap« 
pellus  conjectures.  The  name  Artaxerxes.  is  always  written  in 
Scripture  Artachshashta^  not  Ahasuerus.  Besides^  chronology  does 
not  allow  of  the  hypothesis.  Others  think  that  Darius  Hy^ 
taspis  is  meant ;  and  identify  Esther  with  his  wife  AtoasAt  Sttt 
no  Darius  is  ever  called  j^asuerus  in  Bpripture,  though  the 
Mm9  pfteo  oocunk    Atossa  \^  io^  tops  by  Darius^  dl  bom 
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after  he  liad  ascended  the  throne ;  and  therefore  she  could  not 
be  queen  Vashti  whom  the  king  divorced  in  the  third  year 
of  ms  reign.  It  is  true  that  Ahasuerus  is  said  to  have  laid  a 
tribute  on  the  land  and  the  isles  (Esther  x.),  and  that  the  same 
is  said  of  Darius  Hystaspis  by  Herodotus ;  but  Strabo  ascribes 
this  to  Darius  Longimanus ;  and  it  seems  that  Darius  is  there 
put  by  mistake  of  the  transcribers  for  Artaxerxes.  Neither 
Darius  Hystaspis^s  character,  nor  his  conduct  towards  the  Jews, 
corresponds  with  what  the  book  of  Esther  relates  of  Ahasuerus. 
The  names  of  his  counsellors  in  Herodotus  are  not  the  same 
as  the  names  of  them  here.  We  cannot,  therefore,  assent  to  this 
view,  though  it  is  held  by  TTssher,  Dupin,  F.  Spanheim,  Luther, 
and  others.  Nor  was  he  Cyaxares,  the  son  of  Phraortes,  as 
Nickes^  tries  to  shew.  The  only  probable  opinion  is  that  which 
identifies  Ahasuerus  with  Xerxes ;  as  Joseph  Scaliger,  Drusius^ 
Pfeiflfer,  Dannhauer,  Carpzov,  Justi,  Jahn,  Eichhom,  Gesenius, 
and  most  modem  critics  believe. 

The  point  is  ably  argued,  and  the  objections  to  Xerxes  well 
answered  by  Herzfeld.*  The  extent  of  Ahasuerus's  empire 
(from  India  even  unto  Ethiopia,  127  provinces,  i.  1)  is  said 
by  Herodotus  in  nearly  the  same  words  to  have  belonged  to 
Xerxes.5  The  time  of  his  reign  in  which  the  banquet  was  held, 
viz.,  the  third  year,  agrees  well  with  the  meeting  together  of 
the  nobles  and  princes  of  the  Persian  empire  at  which  the  in- 
vasion of  Greece  was  decided  upon.  The  divorce  of  his  queen 
in  the  same  year,  and  Esther's  elevation  four  years  after,  are 
also  suitable,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  to  Xerxes's  history ;  the 
intermediate  time  ha4g  been  spent  in  preparations  ^r  war 
and  in  the  expedition  itself — for  the  monarch  did  not  return 
to  Susa  till  the  seventh  year  of  his  reign,  not  the  tenth,  as 
Herodotus  states.  But  the  correspondence  is  not  good  in  these 
particulars.  We  are  unable  to  follow  Scaliger  and  others  in 
identifying  Esther  with  Amestris,  Xerxes's  queen,  who  caused 
the  wife  of  Masistes  to  be  horribly  mutilated;  and  fourteen 
children  of  the  best  families  in  Persia  to  be  buried  alive  as  a 
sacrifice  to  the  infernal  gods.^  It  is  possible  indeed  that  tradi- 
tion may  have  transformed  her  person  and  conduct,  when  taken 
into  the  circle  of  Jewish  history  by  representing  her  as  a  pro- 
tectress of  the  Jews  and  cruel  only  to  the  Persians ;  but  the 
metamorphosis  is  too  great  to  be  assumed  with  probabiUty. 
What  most  favours  the  identity  of  Xerxes  with  Ahasuerus  is 
9imilarity  qf  character. 

1  De  Efitherae  libro  et  ad  enm  quae  pertinent  Tatioiniis  et  psalmis,  libri  tres.- 
Pan  prior,  1856. 
*  Geschichte  des  Y.  Israel,  yol.  ii.  p.  859  et  seqq. 
>  lib.  TU.  cap.  9.  ^  «  Ibid,  chapa.  107, 112. 
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The  conduct  of  Xerxes  was  capricious,  and  in  some  cases  like 
that  of  a  madman.  His  disposition  was  sensual  and  cruel.  He 
was  prone  to  indulge  in  riotous  living.  His  measures  were  often 
sudden  and  arbitrary.  All  this  is  reflected  in  the  person  of 
Ahasuerus  better  than  in  that  of  any  other  Persian  monarch 
we  know.  It  is  objected,  however,  that  Xerxes  ascended  the 
throne  in  the  year  485  B.C.,  i,e.,  112  years  after  the  captivity  of 
Jeconiah,  in  which  Mordecai  is  said  to  have  been  carried  to 
Babylon;  but  the  objection  is  pointless,  because  Mordecai's 
great  grandfather,  not  himself,  is  said  to  have  been  carried 
away  prisoner  with  Jeconiah. 

It  may  be  thought  that  Xerxes  is  also  objectionable  on  the 
score  of  chronology,  if  he  reigned  only  eleven  or  twelve  years 
as  Hengstenberg  and  Kriiger  think.  But  even  if  the  attempted 
proof  of  this  opinion  were  successful,  Xerxes  is  not  unsuitable 
to  the  history  in  Esther,  because  the  latter  ends  with  the  twelfth 
year  of  that  monarch.  It  is  still  most  probable  that  Xerxes 
reigned  twenty-one  years  ;^  and  Artabanus  had  not  control  over 
him  till  the  latter  part  of  his  reign,  when  he  abandoned  himself 
to  the  indulgence  of  his  lusts,  and  neglected  public  affairs. 

"We  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  evert/thing  in  the  book  attri- 
buted to  Ahasuerus  corresponds  with  the  character  and  conduct 
of  Xerxes.  The  parallel  between  them  cannot  be  fully  carried 
out.  But  this  serves  among  other  things  to  shew  the  improba- 
bility of  all  being  true  history.  As  some  of  it  is  fabulous,  we  are 
left  without  the  means  of  determining  its  general  correspon- 
dence with  known  history.  The  author  may  have  written  with- 
out strict  regard  to  persons  and  characters,  putting  into  the 
shape  that  seemed  best  a  story  connected  with  the  origin  of  an 
ancient  festival. 

IV.  Historical  iMPROBABiLrnES. — ^The  historical  character 
of  the  book  has  been  called  in  question  by  many,  because  of  the 
numerous  and  great  improbabilities  contained  in  it.  Let  us  see 
what  they  are. 

1.  Ahasuerus  keeps  a  feast  for  half  a  year,  assembling  about 
him  all  his  princes,  nobles,  and  satraps,  and  thus  leaving  their 
provinces  without  a  proper  government. 

Apologists  account  for  this  by  saying  that  after  the  termina- 
tion of  his  campaign  against  Egypt,  he  summoned  all  the  great 
men  of  his  kingdom  to  Susa,  in  tne  third  year  of  his  reign,  to 
consult  with  them  respecting  an  expedition  against  Greece. 
Hence  the  half-year  feast,  l^cause  the  deliberations  were  so 
important.  It  is  true  that  the  Persian  kings  were  accustomed 
to  hold  councils  of  their  nobles  on  affidrs  of  state ;  but  how  can 

^  Heizfeldrs  Geschichte  des  Y.  Israel,  Tol  ii.  pp.  397,  898. 
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the  six  months'  duration  of  such  consultations  be  aecounted  for  P 
Is  it  at  all  likely  that  the  provinces  would  be  left  without 
goTemment  for  so  lone  a  time  P  The  writer  of  the  book  makes 
no  mention  of  these  deliberations ;  which  is  not  singular  because 
they  had  no  relation  to  his  purpose ;  but  that  they  should  con- 
tinue so  long  is  unaccountable. 

2.  The  divorce  of  Vashti  takes  place  in  the  third  year  of 
Xerxes'  reign,  soon  after  which  measures  were  adopted  for  the 
selection  of  a  queen  in  her  stead.  But  the  selection  of  Esther 
is  not  mentioned  till  towards  the  end  of  the  seventh  year  of  his 
reign. 

Apologists  explain  this  fact  by  saying  that  the  intermediate 
period  was  occupied  by  the  expedition  against  Greece,  whence 
Xerxes  returned  in  the  spring  of  the  seventh  year  of  his  reign. 
In  consequence  of  this,  his  marriage  was  postponed,  the  virgins 
already  gathered  together  dismissed,  and  brought  again  into  the 
royal  harem,  after  the  return  from  Greece.  Hence  it  is  written 
in  ii.  19,  "  when  the  virgins  were  gathered  together  the  second 
time,'*  etc.^  This  answer  is  insufficient,  because  Herodotus  relates* 
that  while  Xerxes  resided  at  Sardis  his  queen  was  Amestris, 
whose  cruel  disposition  and  deeds  to  the  innocent  forbid  the 
idea  of  her  identity  with  Esther.  We  are  reminded  indeed  that 
all  the  Persian  kings  had  more  wives  than  one  ;  but  how  could 
Xerxes  have  had  at  the  same  time  both  Amestris  and  Esther,  if 
what  is  said  by  Herodotus  of  the  former's  power  over  him  and 
her  jealousy,  be  true  P  And  as  Amestris  was  his  queen  before 
he  returned  to  Susa  from  the  Grecian  expedition,  whereas  Vashti 
was  divorced  before  the  expedition  commenced,  it  appears  that 
Amestris  had  succeeded  Yashti.  Indeed  it  is  unlikely  that  the 
monarch  waited  till  after  his  return.  In  any  case,  two  queens  at 
the  same  time  are  out  of  the  question. 

3.  When  Vashti  refuses  to  appear  before  the  king  and  his 
princes,  the  latter  advise  him  to  enact,  and  he  proceeds  with  all 
due  form  to  put  the  counsel  into  execution  and  to  send  letters 
into  all  the  provinces  of  the  empire,  according  to  the  dialect  of 
each  one,  that  ereri/  man  should  bear  rule  in  his  oum  house.  Surely 
this  was  an  unnecessary  and  absurd  thing,  in  an  Oriental  country 
at  that  day. 

4.  Mordecai  was  carried  captive  with  Jehoiachin  697  b.c.  ; 
Xerxes  did  not  begin  his  reign  till  485  B.a  ;  and  the  third  year 
of  that  reign  when  Vashti  was  rejected,  must  bring  Mordecai  to 
the  age  of  115,  even  if  he  was  carried  away  in  infancy.  At 
that  time  his  niece  Esther  was  not  a  young  virgin,  as  the  book 
represents  her,  but  must  have  lost  her  personal  charms  through 

1  See  Eeil'B  Einleitimg,  p.  471.  *  lib.  iz.  capp.  lOS-110. 


HISIOKICAL  ZMPBOBABILITIES.  159 

age.     This  argument  thougli  adduced  by  De  Wette  and  others, 
does  not  appear  to  be  valid. 

The  true  explanation  of  the  original  words  makes  Kish, 
great  grandfather  of  Mordecai,  the  person  carried  away  in 
Jehoiachin's  captivity.  The  toxt  runs  thus:  "Now  in  Shu- 
shan  the  palace  there  was  a  certain  Jew  whose  name  was  Mor* 
decai,  the  son  of  Jair,  the  son  of  Shimei,  the  son  of  Kish,  a 
Benjamite,  who  had  been  carried  away  from  Jerusalem  with  the 
captivity  which  had  been  carried  away  with  Jeconiah  king  of 
Judah,  whom  Nebuchadnezzar  the  king  of  Babylon  had  carried 
away.  And  he  brought  up  Hadassah,  that  is  Esther,  his  uncle's 
daughter,  etc.  (ii.  5-7).  Here  T^^,  «rAo,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  sixth  verse  refers  to  the  immediate  antecedent  Kish ;  and  so 
the  time  of  Mordecai  may  be  placed  where  the  genealogy  de- 
mands.^ The  Hebrew  is  certainly  open  to  either  construction  ; 
but  we  cannot  affirm  that  it  is  as  naturally  open  to  either  in  the 
present  instance.  With  regard  *to  this  point,  the  defenders  of 
the  historical  correctness  of  the  whole  narrative  disagree  among 
themselves ;  Justi,  Baumgarten  and  others  rightly  referring  the 
pronoun  to  the  great  grandfather  of  Mordecai;  while  Nickes 
insists  upon  the  antecedent  being  Mordecai  himself.^ 

5.  Haman,  because  of  an  affront  from  one  Jew,  maliciously 
designs  to  destroy  a  whole  nation  of  about  two  millions  of 
people;  and  the  icing  at  once  agrees  to  his  request  that  the 
slaughter  should  take  place ;  while  he  offers  the  monarch  10,000 
talents  of  silver,  equal  to  nearly  three  millions  sterling  and  a 
half.  This  is  somewhat  incredible  on  the  part  of  the  king  and 
prime  minister. 

6.  Haman's  decree  for  the  extermination  of  the  Jews  was 
issued  on  the  13th  day  of  the  month  Adar,  but  was  not  to  be 
executed  till  the  13th  day  of  the  twelfth  month.  Thus  the 
whole  kingdom  is  advertised  eleven  months  before  of  the  in- 
tended massacre.  What  monarch  would  have  given  such  public 
notice  of  a  bloody  decree  he  intended  to  execute,  instead  of 
communicating  it  privately  to  the  presidents  of  the  provinces  P 
And  the  people  destined  for  the  slaughter  are  represented  in  the 
mean  time  as  quietly  awaiting  their  fate,  without  preparing  to 
flee,  or  to  defena  themselves. 

The  solution  of  this  has  been  sought  in  the  circumstance  that 
Haman  cast  lots  for  a  lucky  day,  and  could  not  change  it  when 
it  was  once  fixed  by  lot.  His  superstition  did  not  allow  of  a 
change.  Surely  a  man  bent  on  the  destruction  of  two  millions 
of  people,  would  not  have  permitted  a  superstition  to  stand  in 
tiie  way  of  its  fulfilment !    When  the  choice  was  between  its 

1  Baamgarten  de  Ude  libri  Estbene,  p.  127. 
*  C«mp.  £wald,lie!UitM  Jtthrbiuih,  p.  187. 
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taking  place  or  not,  lie  would  not  hesitate  to  adopt  the  course 
likely  to  effect  his  object.  Judea  itself  was  at  that  time  a  Persian 
province,  and  was  inhabited  almost  entirely  by  Jews.  Hence 
Ahasuerus  would  have  decreed  the  slaughter  of  by  far  the 
greater  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  one  of  his  provinces,  and 
announced  the  decree,  too,  nearly  twelve  months  oefore  the  in- 
tended execution  of  it.     Surely  this  is  incredible  I 

7.  The  king,  after  changing  his  mind,  authorises  the  Jews 
when  assailed  to  arm  themselves  and  kill  his  native  subjects; 
and  those  subjects,  knowing  the  second  decree  to  this  effect, 
provoke  and  assail  them  according  to  the  first  decree.  Hence 
above  75,000  Persians  after  eight  months'  warning  are  slaugh- 
tered, without  mention  of  any  Jews  being  destroyed.  Not  a 
single  Jew  is  said  to  have  been  wounded,  much  less  killed. 
The  history  represents  the  Persians  as  passive  victims.  The 
fear  of  the  Jews  fell  upon  and  paralysed  all  people :  it  is  even 
said  that  the  rulers  of  the  provinces  and  other  officers  helped 
the  foreigners  against  their  own  fellow-countrymen  because  they 
were  afraid  of  Mordecai  the  grand  Vizier.  The  number  slain 
is  quite  improbable,  notwithstanding  all  the  supposable  and  sup- 
posed circumstances  of  the  case.  Although  the  prime  minister 
and  the  queen  were  Jews;  although  the  people  were  widely 
diffused  through  the  Persian  empire  at  the  time,  and  were  aided 
by  the  Persian  rulers,  the  improbability  is  not  removed.  It  is 
true,  as  has  been  said  by  way  of  lessening  the  peculiarities  of 
the  narrative,  that  the  fact  of  no  harm  being  mentioned  as  sus- 
tained by  the  Jews,  does  not  prove  that  none  was  done  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  the  general  impression  which  a  reader  derives 
from  the  narrative  is,  that  the  Jews  suffered  no  hurt.  "  They 
smote  all  their  enemies  with  the  stroke  of  the  sword,  and 
slaughter,  and  destruction,  and  did  what  they  would  unto  those 
that  hated  them"  (ix.  5). 

8.  The  king,  at  the  request  of  Esther,  allows  another  day  for 
the  butchery  in  the  palace ;  although  he  had  just  learned  that 
600  had  been  already  slain  there,  and  the  ten  sons  of  Haman. 
This  looks  very  improbable. 

9.  How  could  the  city  Shushan  generally  be  "  perplexed " 
by  the  first  edict  which  Haman  obtained ;  or  how  could  it  be 
thrown  into  such  gladness  by  the  second  (iii.  15;  viii.  15)  P 
Was  the  city  inhabited  by  Jews  alone  P  The  residence  of  the 
kings,  and  the  capital  of  the  province  Susiana,  must  have  been 
chiefly  occupied  by  Persians,  not  Jews ;  and  as  its  circumfer- 
ence, according  to  Strabo,  was  120  stadia,  it  could  not  generally 
be  thrown  into  trouble  by  the  one  edict,  or  into  delight  by  the 
other, 

10.  It  is  somewhat  improbable  that  Yashti  shoidd  have  been 
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summoned  by  the  king  to  the  banquet,  and  not  to  the  caxbusal. 
Such  was  not  the  Persian  custom.  But  perhaps  the  character 
of  Xerxes  may  accoimt  for  this. 

11.  It  is  very  unlikely  that  so  great  honour  should  be  shewn 
to  Mordecai  for  his  discovery  of  a  conspiracy  against  the  king's 
life  which  had  passed  imrewarded  for  a  while,  as  that  the  royal 
crown  should  be  set  on  his  head,  the  royal  apparel  put  on  him, 
the  king's  charger  given  him  to  ride  upon,  and  he  himself  be 
conducted  in  royal  state  through  the  streets  of  the  city.  The 
evidence  of  Jewish  pride  is  seen  in  this  narrative. 

12.  The  existence  of  a  plot  against  the  king's  life  having 
been  discovered  by  Mordecai  seems  improbable,  unless  he  were 
immediately  elevated  and  rewarded.  Such  services  were  well- 
requited. 

13.  The  description  of  Ahasuerus's  sitting  on  his  throne  when 
he  did  not  give  audience  to  any  one,  and  so  exhibiting  his  royal 
pomp  when  there  was  no  occasion,  is  incongruous.  And  that 
the  queen  could  only  approach  to  speak  to  her  husband  at  the 
risk  of  her  life  is  improbable,  unless  she  had  fallen  under  the 
monarch's  displeasure.  Who  can  think  it  agreeable  to  Persiaii 
manners  that  the  king  should  have  continually  a  golden  sceptre 
at  hand  to  reach  forth  to  any  one  whom  he  might  allow  to  speak 
to  him  without  having  been  summoned  P 

Some  of  these  difficulties  in  the  narrative  may  perhaps  be 
solved  by  Xerxes'  weak,  capricious,  proud,  and  maid-like  dis- 
position. One  who  wrote  to  mount  Athos  in  high-sounding 
terms  of  command ;  who  ordered  300  stripes  to  be  inflicted  on 
the  sea  and  a  pair  of  fetters  thrown  into  it ;  who  had  the  heads 
of  the  persons  who  built  the  bridge  of  boats  between  Sestos  and 
Abydos  struck  off  after  the  storm  had  shattered  the  vessels  of 
which  it  was  composed ;  and  who  gave  himself  to  the  gratifica- 
tion of  his  lusts  and  vicious  inclinations,  cannot  be  judged  by 
the  ordinary  standard  of  htmtianity. 

14.  The  gallows  erected  by  Haman  is  said  to  have  been  fifty 
cubits  high  (seventy-five  feet  at  the  lowest  computation),  and  in 
Haman's.own  house  (vii.  9).     This  is  most  improbable. 

15.  It  is  very  singular,  that  Mordecai  himself  institutes  the 
feast  of  Purim,  without  any  mention  of  the  Jerusalem  Jews  and 
the  high  priest,  whose  consent  to  such  an  institution  could 
hardly  be  dispensed  with. 

16.  The  sleeplessness  of  the  king  and  his  reading  in  the  book 
of  chronicles  on  the  very  niffht  before  Mordecai's  intended 
execution  (vi.  1-13)  is  somewhat  unlikely.  So  providential  a 
thing  may  indeed  have  happened ;  but  it  is  surrounded  with 
suspicious  circumstances.  And  why  should  the  royal  favourite 
and  prime  minister  or  vizier  of  the  monarch  have  needed 
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the  king's  permission  to  put  an  obsctire  man  like  Mordecai  to 
death  P 

17.  It  would  appear  from  yi.  13,  as  if  the  wise  men  had  heard 
for  the  first  time  from  Haman  that  Mordecai  was  a  Jew,  which 
does  not  agree  with  what  is  already  related  in  iii.  6-7.^ 

In  consequence  of  these  phenomena  we  cannot  regard  the 
book  as  containing  only  true  history.  Neither  can  it  be 
aocoimted  pure  fiction.  Bather  does  true  history  lie  at  its 
foundation,  dressed  out  with  a  number  of  imaginary  details  and 
circumstances.  The  basis  is  true ;  but  a  good  part  of  the  super- 
structure, and  the  air  thrown  over  it,  are  fabulous.  As  the 
feast  of  Purim  has  been  observed  from  a  yery  early  time  by 
the  Jews,  being  mentioned  in  the  second  book  of  Maccabees  and 
Josephus,  it  cannot  well  be  denied  that  it  was  instituted  at  first 
to  commemorate  some  national  deliverance.  The  Jews  in  Persia 
were  saved  from  some  terrible  persecution  which  threatened 
them.  The  government  of  the  country,  at  the  instigation  of  a 
prime  minister  or  vizier,  was  about  to  order,  or  had  ordered 
their  destruction,  from  which  they  were  marvellouslv  saved. 
This  event  was  handed  down  orally,  and  embellishea  in  the 
course  of  time  with  fictitious  features,  till  it  was  reduced  to 
writing  in  its  present  form.  Of  course  it  is  now  impossible  to 
separate  the  fabulous  from  the  real ;  but  we  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  the  latter  is  small  in  comparison  with  the  former.  The 
basis  is  narrow;  the  superstructure  ample.  Stahelin's  apolo- 
getic remarks,  gathered  out  of  Havemick  and  others,  are  very 
insufficient  proof  of  the  historical  credibility  of  all  which  the 
book  contains.^ 

In  2  Maccabees  xv.  36,  Mardocheu%*8  day  is  mentioned — one 
day.  But  Jos^hus  states  that  the  14th  and  15th  of  Adar  were 
kept  sacred.  This  latter  agrees  with  the  Megillath  Taanith 
(cap.  12).  The  Mishna  gives  the  14th  Adar  as  kept  by 
some  Jews,  and  the  15th  by  others,  coinciding  with  Esther 
ix.  18,  19.  The  13th  Adar  as  a  faaUday  was  connected  with 
the  Purim  feast  in  comparatively  recent  times.  Bertheau^  con- 
jectures that  it  was  broujQ;ht  into  such  relation  after  the  ninth 
century,  when  the  day  oi  Nicanor  (the  13th  Adar)  had  fallen 
into  oblivion.  The  13th  of  a  month  seems  to  have  been  the 
original  day  on  which  was  kept  a  festival  that  was  widened 
in  its  significance  before  the  present  book  was  written,  and  ^r- 
haps  brought  into  connection  with  the  passover,  as  a  festival 
preparatory  to  it,  and  just  a  month  earlier.^ 

It  is  scarcely  worth  while  to  mention  Nickes's  vain  attempt 
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to  prop  up  the  historical  aocuraoy  of  everything  related  in  the 
book  Dj  ima^ning  allusionfl  to  it  in  paflsages  contained  in  the 
Psalms,  Proimets,  and  earlier  books.  The  very  mention  of  the 
following  places  which  he  quotes,  Gen.  xxvii.  40,  xlviii.  27 ; 
Ex.  xvii.  14-16 ;  Num.  my.  7,  20 ;  Deut.  iv.  26-30 ;  Hosea 
i.  10  ;  ii.  13-24;  Isaiah  xiii.  20;  Psalms  xi.  xiii.  xxii.  xxviii.  is 
enough  to  shew  the  utter  baselessness  of  his  reasoning. 

Y.  Integritt. — ^Both  the  language  and  contents  of  ix.  20-32, 
appear  to  separate  it  from  the  preceding  and  foUowina;  contexts. 
Unusual  diction  and  diiBicult  constructions  present  themselves. 
The  section  properly  consists  of  two  small  pieces,  viz.,  20-28 
and  29-32.  In  the  former  it  iB  said  that  Mordecai  wrote  these 
things,  and  sent  letters  to  all  the  Jews  to  establish  among  them 
the  yearly  keeping  of  the  14th  and  15th  days  of  Adar ;  which 
the  Jews  accordingly  did,  as  they  had  already  begun.  In  the 
latter  (29-32),  Esther  and  Mordecai  write  a  second  letter,  that 
all  the  Jews  should  observe  the  14th  and  Idth  of  Adar  as  days 
of  rejoicing.  The  words  of  the  twentieth  verse,  "  And  Mordecai 
wrote  these  things  and  sent  letters  unto  all  the  Jews  that  were 
in  all  the  provinces  of  the  king  Ahasuerus/'  etc.,  refer  only  to 
what  Mordecai  wrote  to  the  Jews  throughout  the  empire  aoout 
keeping  the  two  days ;  not  to  his  writmg  the  book  of  Esther, 
whether  from  i.  1  to  ix.  19,  or  the  whole.  In  like  manner,  the 
letter  spoken  of  in  ver.  26  was  not  the  present  book  of  Esther. 
The  epistle,  such  as  it  was,  is  not  given ;  its  purport  alone  is 
noticed.  It  may  be  perhaps  that  ver.  24  and  25  are  a  short 
extract  from  it.  The  contents  of  the  first  appendix,  ix.  20-29, 
do  not  agree  well  with  the  preceding  narrative  of  the  book. 
We  learn  from  ix.  15-19  that  some  of  the  Jews  kept  the  15th  of 
Adar,  others  the  14th ;  whereas  it  is  said  in  the  twenty-seventh 
and  twenty-eighth  verses  that  both  days  '^  should  be  remem- 
bered and  kept  throughout  every  generation,  every  familv» 
every  province,  and  every  city,"  etc.  We  agree  with  Herzfeld 
that  in  ver.  21,  27,  28,  31,  the  days  should  not  be  taken  distri^ 
btUively;  but  at  the  same  time  it  is  plainly  asserted  in  the 
preceding  verses  that  the  Jews  in  unwalled  towns  celebrated  the 
14th  of  Adar,  and  those  in  Susa  the  15th.  The  acute  Rabbi  has 
not  succeeded  in  reconciling  the  different  statements;  for  an 
appeal  to  some  copies  of  the  Septuagint  (the  Cod.  Alexandr.,  as 
wdl  as  the  Comptutensian  and  Aloine  editions)  which  add  to 
ix.  19,  that  the  Jews  of  the  metropolis  celebrated  the  15th  of 
Adar  also,  is  founded  on  nothing  but  an  unauthentic  addition  to 
the  text.^  The  twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  verses  represent 
Haman  as  devising  a  plot  to  slay  aU  the  Jews ;  but  as  soon  as 

>  Oeschichte  des  Y.  Israel,  yoL  u.  p.  364. 
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the  kinff  heard  of  it,  he  wrote  to  the  effect  that  he  and  his  sons 
should  be  hanged.  This  differs  from  the  narrative  of  the  book, 
and  cannot  be  altogether  accounted  for  from  brevity.  The 
object  of  the  letter  spoken  of  in  the  second  appendix  (29-32) 
was  to  ''  confirm  these  days  of  Purim  in  their  times  appointed, 
according  as  Mordecai  the  Jew  and  Esther  the  queen  had  en- 
joined them,  and  as  they  had  decreed  for  themselves  and  for 
their  seed,  the  matters  of  the  fasting  and  of  their  cry''  (31). 
No  mention  of  such  decrees  or  prescriptions  occurs  in  i.  1-ix.  19. 
The  terms  "second  letter"  (29)  presuppose  an  acquaintance 
with  the  first — ^that  in  ver.  26.  And  as  mention  of  the  book 
occurs  in  ver.  32,  where  the  present  book  of  Esther  cannot  be 
meant,  another  book  of  Purim  is  implied,  from  which  these  two 
appendixes,  20-28  and  29-32  were  taken.  This  book  purported 
to  have  been  written  by  Mordecai,  and  contained  an  account  of 
the  origin  of  the  festival,  with  the  two  letters  here  referred  to. 

At  what  time  the  small  pieces  in  question  were  inserted  into 
Esther  out  of  another  Purim  book  cannot  be  discovered.  Pro- 
bablv  no  long  time  intervened — not  a  century.^ 

Bleek  thinks  it  possible  that  the  festival  had  at  first  a  some- 
what different  or  more  general  significance,  referring  perhaps  to 
the  deliverance  of  the  people  from  exile  or  something  similar. 
A  later  representation  may  have  given  it  the  definite  allusion  it 
now  bears  to  a  single  deliverance,  such  as  is  described  in  the 
book.  The  name  D^^^S),  obscure  in  itself,  is  here  explained 
after  the  Persian  as  lota,  and  derived  from  the  lot  cast  by  Haman 
to  fix  the  time  for  destroying  the  Jews  (iii.  7,  ix.  24).  But 
what  is  told  of  Haman's  casting  lots  is  something  unessential  to 
the  occurrence  itself,  which  could  hardly  come  to  be  known 
generally,  especially  by  the  Jews;  so  that  it  is  very  doubtful 
whether  the  derivation  of  the  name  be  really  historical  or 
authentic.  Such  is  the  opinion  of  Bleek* — a  truth-loving  critic 
who  deserves  to  be  placed  by  the  side  of  De  Wette  for  all  the 
qualities  of  head  and  heart  indicative  of  greatness. 

Ewald  calls  attention  to  the  book  of  Tobit  i.  21,  in  which 
Achiacharus  is  spoken  of,  and  one  Aman  besides  (xiv.  10).  The 
former  was  a  Jew,  who  had  a  high  place  at  the  Assyrian  court, 
like  Mordecai  at  the  Persian,  and  was  supported  by  Aman.'  It 
might  therefore  be  conjectured  that  the  dispute  between  Achia- 
charus and  Aman  was  transferred  from  the  Assyrian  to  the  Per- 
sian period,  and  became  one  between  Mordecai  and  Haman. 
We  must  confess,  however,  with  Bertheau,  that  the  original 
identity  of  the  two  events  is  not  probable. 

^  Bertlieau,  Ezeget.  Handbuch,  xrii.  p.  277,  et  seqq. 

'  Einleitung,  p.  408. 

>  6e8chichto  des  Y.  Israel,  Tol.  iv.  pp.  237,  238, 


AX7TH0R  AKD  AGE.  165 

VI.  AuTHOE  AND  AGE. — De  Wette  thinks^  that  the  book  inten' 
tionally  gives  the  idea  of  its  being  the  work  of  Mordecai ;  and 
this  opinion  is  mentioned  by  Aben  Ezra^  Herzfeld,  and  others. 
It  is  oased  on  ix.  20,  "  And  Mordecai  wrote  these  things,  and 
sent  letters  unto  all  the  Jews  that  wore  in  all  the  provinces  of 
the  king  Ahasuerus,  both  nigh  and  £Eir;"  and  in  ix.  32,  ''  And 
the  decree  of  Esther  confirmed  these  matters  of  Purim  ;  and  it 
was  written  in  the  book."  But  it  appears  to  us  that  the  only 
proper  inference  from  both  passages  is,  that  the  author  gives  us 
to  understand  that  his  narrative  rests  on  a  written  source  ;  not 
that  Mordecai  was  the  author  of  the  work,  but  of  the  letter  to 
the  Jews  directing  them  to  keep  the  fourteenth  day  as  a  feast. 
There  is  no  foundation  for  the  opinion  that  Mordecai  wrote  the 
book ;  especially  as  we  do  not  kSaow  how  far  the  narrative  res- 
pecting him  is  historical.  It  is  also  a  groundless  conjecture  to 
affirm  that  Ezra,  or  the  men  of  the  great  synagogue,  wrote  it. 
It  is  very  difficult  to  decide  whether  the  writer  lived  in  Persia 
or  Palestine  when  he  wrote.  For  the  former  it  may  be  argued, 
that  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Media  and  Persia  are  quoted 
(x.  2) ;  and  that  an  accurate  knowledge  of  Susa,  and  of  the 
Persian  empire,  with  its  manners  and  customs,  is  shewn.  Thus 
Ahasuerus  is  said  to  have  reigned  from  India  to  Ethiopia  ;  the 
palace  at  Shushan  and  its  magnificence  are  referred  to ;  the 
wise  men  or  Magi  are  consulted  respecting  affairs  of  the  king- 
dom ;  the  seven  princes  of  Media  and  Persia  form  a  council  of 
state,  who  see  tne  king's  face  and  sit  first  in  the  kingdom; 
homage  is  paid  to  the  vizier  as  representative  of  the  king ;  the 
royal  swift  posts  carry  into  all  the  provinces  edicts  sealed  with 
the  king's  seal:  extravagant  honours  are  heaped  on  such  as  saved 
the  king's  life;  these  and  other  characteristic  traits  manifest 
a  good  acquaintance  with  Persia.  In  like  manner,  the  absence 
of  all  reference  to  Judah  and  Jerusalem,  as  well  as  of  the  theo- 
cratic spirit  may  betray  the  strong  influence  of  a  foreign  locality. 
Yet  it  may  be  said  on  the  other  hand,  that  this  knowledge  of 
Persian  manners  and  customs  might  have  been  acquired  by  one 
in  Judea;  which  is  strengthened  by  the  fact  that  the  writer 
betrays  occasional  errors  and  incongruities  in  the  things  men- 
tioned, and  inserts  here  and  there  explanations  of  Persian  cus- 
toms, as  in  viii.  8  and  i.  13.  Such  notices  are  incompatible  with 
the  assumption  of  the  book  being  of  Persian  origin.  We  can 
hardly  thmk  of  a  Jew  in  Persia  writing  principally  for  his 
Palestinian  brethren;  nor  can  it  well  be  supposed  that  they 
would  have  taken  his  production  into  the  canon  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. In  either  case,  the  absence  of  the  theocratic  spirit 
remains  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  writer's  own  idiosyncracy. 

>  Einleitung,  p.  297. 
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It  is  difficult,  too,  to  discover  the  time  when  the  author  lived. 
The  probability  is^  that  the  Persian  monarchy  had  fallen.  The 
days  of  Ahasuerus,  '^  who  reigned  from  India  even  unto  Ethi- 
opia/' seem  to  have  been  Ion?  past,  else  it  was  superfluous  to 
state  the  extent  of  his  dominions.  With  this  agrees  the  spirit 
of  revenge  and  cruelty  which  appears  in  the  book— a  spirit  pre- 
valent in  the  times  of  the  Seleucidae  and  Ptolemies,  %,€.,  after 
312  B.C.  Esther  is  not  content  with  one  day's  slaughter  in  the 
palace  of  Shushan,  though  500  had  been  massacred ;  she  re- 
quested an  order  for  a  similar  carnage  on  the  following  day 
(ix.  12,  13).  The  bodies  of  Haman's  ten  sons  must  be  hanged 
on  the  gallows  (ix.  13).  Such  a  spirit  among  Jews  was  nur- 
tured imder  the  Ptolemies,  when  the  chosen  people  were  trodden 
down  and  cruelly  treated.  We  cannot  therefore  place  the  com- 
position, with  Havemick  and  Welte,  xmder  Aiiaxerxes  464- 
424  B.C. ;  but  somewhere  about  300-290  b.c.,  i.e,y  under  Ptolemy 
La^.  This  date  is  adopted  by  Bertholdt,  Gesenius,  De  Wette, 
Meier,  and  Herzfeld.  It  is  in  harmony  with  the  very  late 
character  of  the  language.  Words,  forms,  and  expressions 
occur  belonging  not  only  to  the  time  when  the  books  of 
Ezra,  Nehemiah,  and  Chronicles  were  composed,  but  also  to  an 
age  somewhat  later.  While  terms  common  to  them  all  are 
found,  there  are  some  peculiar  to  the  book  itself.  Eocle- 
siastes  comes  nearest  to  it,  in  lateness  of  phraseology.  As 
might  have  been  expected,  there  are  Persian  terms.  Others 
betraying  a  Chaldaising  period  are  such  as  •TpRft  for  Tpl*  icord, 

command,  i.  15,  ii.  20,  ix.  32.    H^M  destruction,  ix.  5.    H^ 

destruction,  viii.  6.    H/VD  deliverance,  iv.  14.     tD{J^J  to  extend, 

iv.  11,  V.  2,  viii.  4.     DjM  to  compel,  i.  8.    X?ifl  though,  vii.  4. 
y^  for  1^  officer,  i.  8 ;  Dan.  i.  3,  etc.    TtV^  house  or  palace,  i.  6, 

vii.  7,  8.    Hfy^  crown,  i.  11,  ii.  17,  vi.  8.    Persian  words  are 
D^^J^nd  f^l^f  i«  3.    D|rt$  decree,  i.  20. 

It  agrees  with  the  very  late  date  assigned  to  the  book  that  it 
was  handled  with  considerable  freedom,  like  others  belong- 
ing to  the  same  period.  Additions  were  made  to  it  which  woiml 
not  have  been  attached  to  the  old  sacred  books  to  which  cen- 
turies had  imparted  a  character  of  complet^nes  and  relative  per- 
fection. The  contents  and  tendency  of  the  additions  which  were 
made  to  Esther  at  an  early  period  probably  arose  from  a  desire 
to  give  the  work  a  tone  of  piety. 

vII.  Absence  of  a  religious  spiRir. — ^The  absence  of  a  re- 
ligious  as  well  as  a  theocratic  spirit  in  the  book  is  very  remark- 
able. The  name  of  God  never  occurs.  There  is  no  reference 
to  a  superintending  providence,  although  the  events  recorded 
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shew  it  80  remarkably.  The  Jews  were  delivered  from  an  tm- 
deserved  and  indisorumnate  destruction  by  means  which  human 
forethought  oould  not  have  devised.  Their  salvation  was  almost 
miraculous.  Instead  of  being  slaughtered  by  their  enemies^ 
their  enemies  were  put  to  death  by  them.  The  history  is  preg- 
nant with  the  manifestations  of  an  overruling  providence.  Yet 
there  is  no  recognition  of  the  Supreme  One,  to  whom  the  old 
covenant  pecmle  owed  their  preservation.  No  gratitude  is  ex- 
pressed for  His  favour.  Indeed  there  is  an  entire  suppression 
of  the  religious  spirit ;  the  events  being  described  in  the  cold 
manner  of  a  secular  writer  whose  philosophy  rises  no  higher 
than  the  outward  phenomena  around  him.    The  only  signs  of 

Siety  observable  are  the  fasting  of  all  the  Jews  in  Shushan  three 
ays  and  nights  on  behalf  of  Eisther's  undertaking,  accompanied 
with  the  same  thing  on  the  part  of  herself  and  maidens.  The 
queen  attributes  an  extraordinary  value  to  this ;  a  sure  token  of 
decajring  spiritual  life.  So  also  do  Mordecai  and  tdl  the  Jews» 
who»  hearing  of  Haman's  decree  against  them,  put  on  sack- 
cloth and  asneSy  finst,  weep,  and  wail.  Not  a  word  is  said 
of  tiieir  prayers  to  Jehovah  to  avert  the  impending  calamitv. 
All  that  Mordecaiy  Esther,  and  the  other  Jews  do,  evinces  little 
faith  in  One  who  is  their  p;reat  king  and  covenant-keeping 
God.     It  shews  an  undue  reliance  on  dead  forms  of  asceticism. 

Baumffarten^  and  Keil'  explain  the  remarkable  fact  to  which 
we  are  afiuding  by  the  strict  fidelity  of  the  writer,  who  did  not 
wish  to  depict  the  leading  persons  as  more  devout  than  they 
were.  Had  he  set  forth  tixe  events  in  a  religious  point  of  view, 
it  would  have  appeared  strange  to  his  contemporaries  and  foreign 
to  the  subject ;  smce  Jehovah  the  God  of  Isi^  had  not  revealed 
himself  to  the  Persian  people.  Accordingly,  it  is  thought  that 
he  contented  himself  with  a  bare  narration  of  facts ;  al»taining 
from  anyreflections  on  them,  and  suppressing  his  own  subjec- 
tivity. The  view  of  Havemick  is  not  materially  different ;  only 
that  he  assumes  on  the  part  of  the  writer  and  his  countrymen 
in  Persia  a  consciousness  of  being  forsaken  by  God,  which  he  did 
not  wish  hypocritically  to  conceal,  or  to  throw  a  strange  colour- 
ing over  the  events.^  All  such  justification  of  the  historian's 
spirit  is  insu£Bcient.  If  he  were  a  religious  man,  how  could  he 
refrain  from  mentioning  the  name  of  God;  or  omit  all  expression 
of  thankfulness  to  Him  as  the  preserver  of  the  Jews?  No 
historic  fidelity  would  be  violated  by  such  acknowledgment. 
The  principal  persons  who  figure  in  the  history  would  appear 
in  all  their  naturalness,  were  the  narrator  to  introduce  an  occa- 
sional r^nark  indicative  of  his  grateful  feelings  to  God  the 

>  Do  iide  libri  EBtbers,  etc.,  p.  56  et  teqq.  '  Emleitmigy  p.  474. 

»  Einleit  IL  1,  pp.  868,  369. 
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deliverer  of  his  people.  It  is  not  necessary  that  the  actors 
themselves  should  be  made  to  express  any  such  feelings,  if  the 
writer  do  so.  A  consciousness  of  being  forsaken  by  God,  is 
scarcelv  consistent  with  the  events  related;  unless  the  author 
were  absolutely  dead  to  every  religious  sentiment.  And  all  the 
post-exile  books  exhibit  no  such  sense  of  desertion.  On  the 
contrary,  they  shew  a  reviving  religiousness.  We  cannot  sup- 
pose that  the  spirit  of  Judaism  is  fairly  represented  in  the 
writer — a  spirit  characterised  by  devoutness  and  thankAilness 
to  Jehovah.  If  he  had  thought  rightly  of  the  great  deliver- 
ance he  describes,  it  would  have  been  spoken  of  in  a  very 
different  way.  But  his  devotion  was  well  nigh  extinct ;  if 
indeed  it  ever  existed.  And  this  fact  strengthens  our  belief 
that  he  lived  a  very  considerable  time  after  the  events  narrated. 
The  longer  the  interval  between  the  captivity  of  Jehoiachin  and 
the  age  of  the  writer  is  supposed  to  be,  the  more  probable  does 
the  absence  of  the  religious  spirit  appear.  We  suppose  the 
space  of  two  centuries  intervened  ;  whereas  Havemick  assumes 
upwards  of  a  century.  The  latter  is  a  Iqss  natural  view  on 
account  of  its  very  shortness.  In  either  case,  it  is  incorrect  to 
say  that  the  fact  of  Mordecai  and  Esther  having  written  to  all 
the  Jewish  communities  in  the  Persian  empire,  must  have  been 
known  as  true  or  false  at  the  time  the  Old  Testament  was 
settled,  and  its  untruth  would  have  sufficed  to  exclude  the  book 
from  the  collection.  Another  mode  of  accounting  for  the  omis- 
sion of  the  name  of  God  is  to  regard  the  book  as  a  translated 
extract  from  the  annals  of  Ahasuerus'  reign.  The  book  attests 
the  existence  of  such  historical  records  (ii.  23 ;  vi.  1 ;  x.  2) ; 
and  it  is  well  known  that  Asiatic  sovereigns  generally  had 
annals  of  their  reigns  preserved.  Supposing  then  it  were  neces- 
sary that  the  Jews  should  have  a  faithful  narrative  of  what  befel 
them  under  queen  Esther,  they  could  derive  it  from  no  better 
source  than  from  the  memoirs  of  her  consort.  By  this  means 
various  phenomena  in  the  book  are  supposed  to  be  accounted  for, 
such  as,  that  the  Jews  are  mentioned  only  in  the  third  person, 
and  Mordecai  is  styled  "  the  Jew.^'  It  is  also  alleged^  that  if 
the  author  of  the  extract  had  given  it  a  more  Jewish  complexion 
— if  he  had  spoken  of  the  God  of  Israel ;  instead  of  making 
his  narrative  more  credible  he  would  have  deteriorated  its 
internal  truthAilness. 

This  is  an  ingenious  hypothesis;  but  destitute  of  all  proba- 
bility, as  we  conceive.  The  work  is  a  translation  from  the 
Persian,  and  nothing  more.  Esther,  Ezra,  or  Mordecai  had  au- 
thority enough  to  obtain  such  an  extract.  So  it  is  alleged.  But 
by  whom  was  it  made  P  Was  it  by  a  Jew  or  a  Persian  P  Doubt- 
less by  a  Jew.     Why  then  is  the  form  of  the  language  not  more 
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PersisedP  And  what  reason  or  necessity  was  there  for  con- 
fining himself  to  a  bare  extract  P  Surely  such  a  production  was 
not  a  very  likely  thing  to  be  included  among  the  canonical 
books  by  the  Palestinian  Jews.  An  extract  from  the  Persian 
annals  could  hardly  have  recorded  many  things  in  the  book ; 
such  as  Mordecai's  message  and  replies  to  Esther  in  the  fourth 
chapter,  and  Haman's  conferences  at  home  with  his  wife  and 
friends.  The  history  is  too  minute  and  desultory  to  be  an  ex- 
tract from  Persian  memoirs.  The  monarches  doings  and  sayings 
are  principally  recorded  in  such  writings ;  not  those  of  indivi- 
duals afterwai'ds  degraded  and  hanged,  as  Haraan  was.  Besides, 
the  references  to  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Persia  in  ii.  23  ; 
yi.  1 ;  X.  *lty  seem  to  be  imitated  from  similar  notices  in  the  books 
of  Kings  and  Chronicles.  Instead  of  being  independent  testi- 
mony to  the  fact  that  the  occurrences  of  the  book  were  partly 
or  wholly  written  in  the  royal  chronicles,  they  are  the  author's 
imitation  of  what  he  found  in  the  prior  literature  of  his  people. 
In  fact,  the  tone  of  it  is  not  Persian  but  Jewish.  "  This  man 
Mordecai  waxed  ereater  and  greater.''  "  The  fear  of  the  Jews 
fell  upon  all  people."  "  Many  of  the  people  of  the  land  became 
Jews."  The  writer  may  have  made  use  of  Persian  documents, 
as  some  suppose  to  be  intimated  in  ix.  20,  32.  If  so,  he  could 
not  have  literally  extracted  and  translated.  It  is  wholly  ground- 
less to  assert  that  by  speaking  of  the  God  of  Israel  the  compiler 
would  have  deprived  it  of  an  internal  character  of  truth ;  for 
was  it  not  true  that  God  interposed  to  save  his  people  P  A 
Jewish  complexion  it  has  at  present;  how  then  could  the 
presence  of  the  divine  name'  make  it  less  worthy  of  credit  P  On 
the  whole,  we  believe  there  is  no  book  in  the  Old  Testament  so 
far  removed  from  the  tenor  of  the  gospel  as  that  of  Esther. 
The  narrow,  national  spirit  of  the  Jews  appears  throughout  it 
in  a  most  unamiable  point  of  view.  Revenge  and  persecution 
characterise  the  chosen  people.  The  writer  manifestfv  approves 
of  the  conduct  of  Mordecai,  Esther,  and  their  brethren.  He 
speaks  of  them  in  such  a  way  as  shews  his  own  views  to  be 
accordant  with  theirs.  In  nis  view  they  thought  and  acted 
worthily  of  their  nation.  The  fictitious  embellishment  of  the 
story  proves  this ;  since  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  proceeded  in 
part  from  the  writer  himself.  Not  a  word  is  said  of  the  sins 
and  provocations  of  the  Jews,  as  a  faithM  historian  would  have 
done.  They  are  right,  and  their  enemies  deserve  to  be  massacred 
because  Haman  intended  to  kill  them. 

Whoever  the  author  was,  he  knew  how  to  compose  a  historj'^ 
with  skiU  and  freedom.  Possessing  considerable  power  of  de- 
scription, he  could  produce  a  pleasing  narrative,  x  et  he  wanted 
the  living  energy  of  the  old,  genuine  Hebrews,  who  grasped  the 
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higher  truths  of  their  religion,  and  made  them  Bhine  through 
the  materials  of  history.  The  picture  drawn  of  the  time  and 
circumstanoes  in  which  the  Punm  festival  originated  is  £aith- 
ftdly  maintained  to  the  end ;  the  unknown  author  shewiug  him- 
self a  master  in  uniform  conjsistency  of  delineation.  But  the 
spirit  of  the  old  religion  had  ahnost  departed  in  his  day;  and  he 
could  not  take  a  m^her  stand-point.  His  entire  method  of 
treating  and  elaboratmg  history  is  unlike  the  old  Hebrew  one. 
On  account  of  the  Punm  festival  the  work  has  been  thouffht 
worthy  of  a  place  in  the  canon;  though  it  is  certainly  alien 
from  the  object  and  end  of  genuine  Hebrew  pragmatism.  All 
the  characteristics  of  good  writing  are  present,  except  the 
animating  soul  of  Hebraism  giving  lorth  its  purer  truths.  The 
forms  moving  befoie  us  are  new,  beyond  the  Uvin^  circle  of  the 
old  religion,  as  though  the  author  wished  to  avoid  mentioning 
things  that  constituted  the  best  elements  of  Hebrew  thought 
and  feeling.  His  narrative  as  a  piece  of  writing  is  vivid,  cir- 
cumstantiid  in  details,  skilfully  constructed,  in  the  gradual  and 
progressive  development  of  results  comply;  but  it  makes  a 
passionate  revenge  triumphant,  rather  than  the  old  faith  of 
patriarchs  and  prophets  which  rested  directly  upon  the  active 
mterference  of  God  on  behalf  of  His  covenant-people.  The 
enemies  of  Mordecai  and  the  Jews  are  simply  their  enemies,  not 
the  enemies  of  Jehovah,  Ood  does  not  give  them  over  into  the 
hands  of  the  Jews :  human  power  does  so.  Thus  the  whole 
conception  of  history  is  different  from  what  we  see  in  the  earlier 
historical  books. 

We  cannot  agree  with  Herzfeld  in  accounting  for  the 
absence  of  aU  acknowledgment  of  God  on  the  ground  of  the 
writer  representing  the  work  as  &r  as  ix.  19  to  have  been 
written  by  Mordecai  and  omitting  everything  Jewish  through 
its  supposed  adaptation  to  the  position  and  circumstances  m 
which  the  alleged  author  stood.  It  has  greatly  surprised  us 
to  find  an  esteemed  writer  uttering  such  ideas  as  these :  ^'  The 
presence  of  GK)d  is  to  us  everywhere  feU  and  indicated  in  the 
l)ook,  and  it  is  therefore  of  little  real  consequence  that  the 
name  of  God  does  not  occur.  The  tendency  of  the  book  is 
indeed  so  pious,  that  we  read  it  many  times  in  our  youth 
without  noticing  the  absence  of  the  divine  name ;  and  should 
perhaps  not  have  found  it  out  to  this  day,  had  it  not  been 
indici^;ed  by  others.'^  ^  We  leave  the  conscience  and  heart 
of  every  reader  to  contradict  this  extraordinary  statement. 
Piety t  in  our  view,  leads  the  soul  to  God ;  and  expresses  itself  in 
acts  of  grateful  devotion  to  him.    Here,  however,  the  absence 

^  Kitto,  notM  to  the  Pictorial  BiUe. 
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of  the  diyine  name  and  of  any  distinct  reference  to  His  over- 
ruling proyidenoe,  ia  converted  into  an  evidence  of  its  exist- 
ence! 

Aflter  the  preceding  discussion  it  is  needless  to  mention  the 
various  conjectures  which  have  heen  hazarded  respecting  the 
author.  Mordecai,  to  whom  many  attribute  the  composition 
from  the  leading  part  he  took  in  the  transaction  and  the  desire 
he  evinced  to  perpetuate  its  remembrance,  cannot  have  been  the 
writer,  else  he  would  not  speak  of  himself,  his  greatness  and  his 
fiune,  in  the  manner  of  the  third  and  fourth  verses  of  the  ninth 
chapter.  Nor  would  he  so  generally  characterise  himself  as 
"  the  Jew."  The  venses  ix.  20,  23,  26,  are  no  proof  that  Mor- 
decai  was  the  author  of  the  book,  since  they  refer  merely  to 
letters  and  documents.  Esra  was  not  the  writer ;  as  seems  to 
have  been  commonly  believed  in  the  time  of  Augustine  and 
Isidore.  Neither  was  it  composed  by  Jehoiakim  the  nigh  priest, 
son  of  Jeshua;  as  Babbi  Azarias  and  Pseudo-Philo  in  his 
Chronographia  supposed :  nor  by  the  men  of  the  great  synagogue, 
as  stated  in  the  Talmud. 

VIII.  EflTIMATBS  OF  THB  BOOK  BT  JjSWS  AKD  ChRTSTIAKS. — ^The 

Jews  hold  the  book  in  very  high  estimation,  placing  it  in  part 
on  a  level  with  the  law  of  Moses,  and  exalting  it  above  the 
other  portions  of  the  hagiographa,  as  well  as  above  the  pro- 

Shets.  This  is  the  result  of  a  later  Habbinism,  not  the  earliest 
ewish  opinion.  At  first  it  does  not  seem  to  have  obtained  uni- 
versal recognition,  if  we  may  judge  from  the  Jerusalem  Talmud, 
where  we  read  that  thirtv  out  of  eighty-five  elders  and  some 
prophets  objected  to  the  introduction  of  the  Purim  festival  by 
tlsther  and  Mordecai  as  an  innovation  against  the  law.^  Even 
if  this  be  a  fabrication,  it  would  not  have  originated  if  all  the 
Jews  frt>m  the  first  had  entertained  the  same  sentiments  respect- 
ing the  authority  of  the  work.  Bertheau  doubts  whether  the 
passage  refers  to  the  entire  book  of  Esther,  and  inclines  to 
think  it  relates  merely  to  the  prescription  about  fiststing  in 
ix.  29-32.*  The  passage  refers  merely  to  the  festival,  not  to  the 
book  or  any  part  of  it.  By  implication  only,  can  doubt  about 
the  book  of  Esther  be  derived  from  it.  But  Herzfeld  shews 
that  the  notice  in  question  has  been  erroneously  put  together 
out  of  Nehemiah  viii.-x.  and  Esther  ix.  29 ;  the  number  out  of 
the  former,  and  their  refusal  at  first  to  introduce  the  festival  out 
of  the  latter.'  According  to  Meffilla  7a.,  it  was  debated  whether 
the  book  ^'  makes  the  hands  unSean,'^  so  that  the  same  dilute 
which  had  been  carried  on  for  several  generations  respecting 
Ecdesiastes,  was  extended  to  Esther  also.    In  the  Usts  of  the 

1  Tr.  Meffillotb,  fols.  1,  5,  >  Ezeget.  Handbnob,  xtu.  page  288. 

'  G«iebiGhte  dea  Yolkes  Iirael,  Tol.  ii.  p.  358 
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canonical  books  of  the  Old  Testament  given  by  early  Christian 
authors,  Esther  is  omitted  by  Melito  and  Gregory  of  Nazianzum. 
It  is  easy  to  say  with  Stuart,  that  Eusebius  in  copying  the 
document  of  Melito,  accidentally  omitted  Esther,  and  that 
Gregory  copied  from  Eusebius;^  but  this  is  mere  conjecture. 
Athanasius  separated  the  book  from  the  canonical  ones  and  put 
it  among  the  second  class,  the  oa^ayvvtoa-KOfjLa/a ;  thus  treating  it 
like  the  apocryphal  writings.  In  the  Iambi  ad  Sellucam  and 
the  Synopsk  Sacrae  Scripturae  it  is  said  that  the  book  is  ranked 
hy  some  among  the  canonical  ones.  So  late  as  the  sixth  century 
we  learn  from  Junilius  that  it  was  much  doubted  whether  it 
belongs  to  the  canon.  Thus  in  successive  ages  after  its  ap- 
pearance there  were  doubts  regarding  Esther,  shewing  that  a 
difficulty  was  felt  in  reconciling  its  tone  and  spirit  with  those  of 
the  gospel.  The  fact  of  its  not  being  quoted  by  Philo  or  the 
New  Testament  argues  nothing  against  its  canonicity,  because  it 
equally  applies  to  other  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  such  as 
Nehemiah.  It  is  hardly  necessaiy  to  say,  that  Esther  formed  a 
part  of  the  Jewish  canon  from  the  first ;  for  it  was  translated 
into  Greek  by  the  LXX.  Perhaps  the  apocryphal  additions 
appended  to  tne  work  pretty  early  were  the  cause  of  some  doubts 
respecting  its  authority.  This  is  most  probable  in  the  case  of 
the  Christian  fathers,  who,  not  knowing  Hebrew,  were  obliged 
to  use  the  Septuagint  exclusively.  But  the  remark  does  not 
apply  to  all.  The  want  of  the  name  of  God  was  a  great 
stumbling-block,  as  well  it  might ;  for  where  is  the  truly  pious 
Jew  who  would  write  ten  chapters  about  his  countiymen  being 
wonderfully  delivered  from  a  fearful  destruction  and  instituting 
an  annual  feast  in  commemoration  of  so  remarkable  an  event, 
without  speaking  of  Jehovah's  great  goodness  and  mercy  to 
them  in  the  matter  P  With  that  instinctive  sense  of  the  true 
and  worthy  which  distinguished  the  great  Reformer,  Luther 
writes,  "  Though  the  Hebrews  have  this  last  (Esther)  in  their 
canon,  it  is  in  my  judgment  more  worthy  than  all  of  being 
excluded  from  it."^  "When  the  doctor,'*  as  we  are  told  in  his 
Table-talk,  "  was  correcting  the  translation  of  the  second  book 
of  the  Maccabees,  he  said,  I  dislike  this  book  and  that  of  Esther 
so  much,  that  I  wish  they  did  not  exist ;  for  they  Judaise  too 
much,  and  have  much  heathenish  extravagance.  Then  master 
Forster  said.  The  Jews  esteem  the  book  of  Esther  more  than 
any  of  the  prophets."'  Archdeacon  Hare  is  mistaken  in  think- 
ing that  Luther  here  spoke  of  the  book  of  Esdras ;  because 
Forster's  remark  could  not  possibly  apply  to  it,  while  it  is  right 

1  Critical  history  and  defence  of  the  0.  T.  canon,  p.  242,  ed.  Davidson. 

*  De  servo  arbitrio. 

3  TiBchredeD;  in  his  Works  edited  by  Walch,  vol.  xxii.  p.  2080. 
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in  relation  to  Esther.^  Luther  did  not  translate  the  first  book 
of  Esdras  (LXX.).  In  like  manner  PeUican  and  Semler 
stumbled  at  the  spirit  of  the  book.^ 

The  Catholic  theologian  Sixtus  Senensis  in  his  Bibliotheca 
Sancta,  put  it  on  a  footing  with  the  deutero-canonical  books. 
These  writers  shew  a  true  appreciation  of  the  tone  pervading  it. 
Luther's  slender  regard  for  the  work  approves  itself  to  every 
unprejudiced  mind.  The  religious  spirit  and  tendency  consti- 
tute a  criterion  of  authority  that  cannot  be  condemned.  While 
the  Persian  monarch  is  named  187  times  and  his  kingdom 
twenty-six,  the  name  of  the  great  Jehovah  is  passed  over. 
Surely  Judaism  had  degenerated  when  it  could  tolerate  so 
strange  an  oversight.  It  had  become  an  earthly  thing,  like 
the  earthly  empires  with  which  it  came  in  contact^  and  under 
whose  shadow  its  soul  departed. 

^  Vindication  of  Luther  against  hiB  recent  English  asBailants,  pp.  220,   221, 
second  edition. 

2  See  Pellican  on  Esther  yiii.  16 ;  and  Semler's  AbandlnngYon  freier  Unterbuchung 
deft  Canon,  Zweiter  TheU,  pp.  150,  151. 
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I,  Name  of  the  Hero  described  in  the  book. — ^The  name 
i1*ijt  is  derived  from  the  verb  i^N  which  occurs  in  Ex.  xxiii.  22, 

and  signifies  to  be  an  adversary.    In  this  case  3Vi^  has  a  passive 

sense,  the  persecuted  one,  the  man  afflicted  by  calamities.     Ewald 

derives  the  word  from  ^^\\  to  return,  to  repent,  with  reference  to 

■ 

the  fact  that  Job  returned  submissively  to  God  after  long  mur- 
muring against  him.     This  latter  is  favoured  by  the  fact  that  in 

the  Koran  (Surat  xxxviii.  ver.  40-44)  Job  is  termed  cl>U  ^  ^^ 

turns  or  repents.  But  in  the  same  Surat  (ver.  29)  the  same 
name  is  applied  to  David.  We  prefer  the  former  derivation, 
both  because  repentance  was  hardly  characteristic  of  Job,  and 
also  because  it  is  unnecessary  to  go  to  the  Arabic  when  Hebrew 
suffices. 

II.  Contents. — ^The  book  of  Job  derives  its  name  fix)m  the 
prominent  person  in  it,  whose  worldly  prosperity,  severe  afflic- 
tions, and  exemplary  patience,  succeeded  by  restoration  to  more 
than  original  affluence,  are  set  forth  with  great  power  and  skill. 
The  contents  are  briefly  the  following. 

In  the  land  of  Uz  lived  the  pious  Job.  He  was  the  richest 
emir  of  the  east.  On  a  certain  day  the  angels  came  to  present 
themselves  before  Jehovah,  and  Satan  among  them,  who,  being 
asked  respecting  Job,  replied  that  his  piety  was  not  of  a  kind 
to  withstand  a  reverse  of  fortune.  Jehovah  gave  Satan  permis- 
sion to  tempt  him  on  condition  that  his  person  should  be  im- 
touched.  In  pursuance  of  this,  all  his  property  and  children 
were  suddenly  -destroyed.  A  similar  scene  took  place  again, 
when  Satan  got  permission  to  make  the  experiment  on  Job's 
own  person,  with  the  limitation  to  spare  his  life.  The  adversary 
therefore  smote  him  with  a  loathsome  disease  over  his  whole 
person.  But  in  the  midst  of  so  great  calamities,  domestic  and 
personal,  the  suflerer  retained  his  integrity ;  not  sinning  with 


oo^xTEsrta.  175 

hia  lips  but  patiently  submittmg  to  the  dispensation  of  the 
Almighty,  lliree  friends  hearing  of  his  misfortunes  came  to 
mourn  with  and  comfort  him.  In  the  first  instance,  however, 
they  sat  beside  him  in  perfect  silence  seven  days  and  nights, 
none  uttering  a  word.  Such  is  the  historical  introduction  or 
prologue,  written  in  prose  and  embracing  the  first  two  chapters. 

Three  series  of  controversy  or  dialogue  follow.  The  first  is 
ushered  in  by  Job's  cursing  the  day  on  which  he  was  bom. 
Suspecting  the  cause  of  his  Mends'  silence  to  lie  in  their  view 
of  the  oriffin  of  his  condition,  he  gives  impatient  vent  to  his 
wounded  feelings  in  rash  and  vehement  complaints.  This 
leads  at  once  to  discussion.  The  Mends  can  refrain  no  longer 
from  expressing  their  opinion  of  the  cause  of  his  misfortunes. 
Eliphaz  is  the  first  speaker.  He  reproves  the  sufierer's  impa- 
tience, calls  his  integrity  in  question  by  insinuating  that  God 
does  not  inflict  such  punishment  on  the  uniformly  righteous  but 
on  the  sinful  only,  in  conclusion,  he  advises  him,  instead  of 
striving  with  the  Almighty,  to  seek  a  renewal  of  the  divine 
favour  by  repenting  of  the  sins  which  must  have  provoked  such 
retribution  (iii.-v.). 

In  reply  to  Eliphaz,  Job  apologises  for  the  passionate  warmth 
of  his  complaints  by  the  greatness  of  his  sufierings,  complains  of 
the  harsh  treatment  of  his  Mends,  and  expostulates  with  God 
respecting  his  immerited  misfortunes  (vi.,  vii.). 

Bildad  resumes  the  argument  of  Eliphaz,  and  enforces  it  with 
greater  acrimony.  He  tells  Job  that  the  death  of  his  children 
had  been  owing  te  their  transgressions;  and  that  if  he  would  be 
restored  te  his  former  prosperous  state,  he  should  reform  not 
murmur.     Gk)d  would  not  cast  away  an  upright  man  (viii.). 

In  reply.  Job  admits  that  every  man  must  be  wanting  when 
judged  by  the  standard  of  Qt)d's  perfect  purity;  and  that  it 
were  vain  to  contend  with  Him,  because  of  His  resistless  power. 
If  he  were  ever  so  innocent,  he  would  not  maintain  his  inno- 
cence, but  supplicate  his  judge  for  favour.  He  then  returns  to 
the  language  of  complaint,  and  in  despair  wishes  for  death 
(ix.,  X.). 

Zophar,  the  third,  follows,  reproving  with  more  severity  than 
his  companions.  He  says  that  a  babbler  ought  to  be  answered, 
and  a  mocker  put  to  shame.  As  for  Job's  claim  to  purity,  if 
God  would  only  speak,  its  baselessness  would  be  seen.  Less 
retribution,  it  would  appear,  had  been  exacted  than  was  deserved. 
In  his  infinite  wisdom  the  Almighly  could  discover  transgres- 
sions unknown  even  to  the  doer.  In  conclusion,  the  speaker 
exhorts  Job  to  repentance  as  the  only  means  of  recovering 
foimer  prosperity  (xi.). 

The  reply  of  the  sufferer  contains  a  censure  of  the  speakers 


176  THE  BOOK  OP  JOB. 

for  their  pretensions  to  superior  wisdom.  He  asserts  again  that 
there  is  no  discrimination  in  the  arrangements  of  providence 
with  regard  to  character  in  man;  acknowledges  the  general 
doctrine  of  God's  unlimited  sovereignty,  declaring  that  he  knew 
it  as  well  as  they ;  denies  that  they  are  right  in  counting  his 
sufferings  a  retribution  for  sins ;  charges  them  with  hypocrisy 
and  uncharitableness ;  appeals  to  God  in  attestation  of  his  inno- 
cence ;  prays  that  some  respite  may  be  granted  him  before  the 
close  of  his  appointed  pilgrimage ;  and  wishes  for  the  time  when 
he  could  be  hid  in  the  grave  (xii.-xiv.). 

The  first  series  of  controversy  contains  three  speeches  of  the 
three  friends,  with  Job's  reply  to  each. 

The  second  series  of  controversy  begins  with  another  speech 
from  Eliphaz,  more  vehement  than  the  first,  but  still  in  the 
same  strain.  He  condemns  the  confidence  with  which  Job  had 
asserted  his  innocence ;  proves  from  past  experience  that  provi- 
dence never  allows  the  wicked  to  escape  punishment ;  and  that 
therefore  Job's  auctions  must  be  looked  upon  as  symJ)tomatic 
of  wickedness  (xv.). 

Job,  in  reply,  says  he  has  heard  enough  from  pretended 
friends,  who  had  only  aggravated  his  distress.  He  then  resimies 
the  strain  of  complaint;  professes  his  unconsciousness  of  any 
wickedness  that  could  have  brought  him  to  such  a  state  ;  desires 
that  his  friends  should  argue  no  longer  or  remain  longer  with 
him ;  and  looks  for  death  as  his  last  refuge  (xvi.,  xvii.). 

Bildad's  second  speech  is  like  his  first,  inculcating  the  general 
idea  that  Job's  sufferings  are  tokens  of  God's  displeasure  with 
his  wickedness.  It  contains  no  exhortation  as  before,  that  Job 
should  confess  and  forsake  his  sins  that  he  may  obtain  forgive- 
ness (xviii.). 

The  sufferer  in  reply  complains  bitterly  of  the  cruelty  of  his 
friends  and  the  hard  treatment  of  God ;  craves  pity ;  wishes 
that  his  words  so  culpable  in  their  eyes  were  written  down,  for 
then  they  would  be  fairly  considered;  and  professes  his  hope 
that  God  would  hereafter  appear  to  vindicate  the  justice  of  his 
cause  against  his  accusers — the  hope  of  inmiortality  beyond 
Hades  (xix.). 

The  second  speech  of  Zophar  enlarges  on  the  sure  downfal 
and  portion  of  the  wicked  (xx.). 

The  reply  of  Job  dwells  on  the  fact  that  the  wicked  are  often 
favoured  in  this  world.  They  frequently  spend  their  days  in 
prosperity,  and  end  them  in  peace.  In  direct  opposition  to 
Zophar,  he  describes  the  wicked  as  especially  prosperous  in  the 
world  (xxi.). 

The  third  series  of  controversy  or  debate  is  opened  as  before 
by  EKphaz,  who  asserts  more  directly  that  Job's  misfortunes  are 
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the  result  of  his  crimes ;  charges  him  with  specific  sins ;  and 
affirms  it  vain  to  suppose  they  have  escaped  God's  notice.  He 
concludes  with  renewed  exhortation  to  repentance  and  prayer 

(xxii.)- 

In  reply,  Job  complains  of  the  hardship  of  having  no  oppor- 
tunity for  self-vindication.  If  he  could  find  God,  ne  is  confi- 
dent that  he  should  be  able  to  establish  his  righteousness  and  be 
acquitted.  But  this  he  cannot  do;  for  the  Almighty  appears 
inflexible  in  his  purposes  of  anger  towards  him.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  wicked  for  the  same  cause  escape  punishment  in  this 
life  and  are  prosperous  (xxiii.,  xxiv.). 

The  rejoinder  of  Bildad  briefly  expresses  the  majesty  and 
holiness  of  God,  before  whom  man  cannot  be  pure  (xxv.). 

Job  commences  his  last  discourse  with  an  cdlusion  to  the  very 
small  contribution  Aimished  by  Bildad  towards  an  elucidation 
of  the  topic  discussed ;  after  which  he  acknowledges  God's  power 
and  greatness,  and  proceeds  to  admit  that  there  is  truth  in  what 
the  triends  have  advanced  concerning  the  danger  of  a  wicked 
life,  though  he  himself  is  not  guilty.  The  blessmgs  enjoyed  by 
the  hypocrite  and  sinner  are  frequently  turned  into  curses.  He 
then  contrasts  his  present  and  former  state,  adverting  to  himself 
in  the  relative  situations  of  life  as  a  husband,  master,  magis- 
trate; strongly  protests  his  integrity,  and  concludes  with  an 
ardent  wish  for  immediate  trial  before  the  Almighty's  tribunal 
(xxvi.-xxxi.). 

The  discussion  ceases.  The  three  disputants  appear  to  be 
silenced  by  Job's  concluding  discourse.  Another  speaker  pre- 
sents himself.  Elihu  says  that,  being  only  a  young  man,  he 
had  hitherto  refrained  from  expressing  his  opinion,  but  that  he 
was  now  resolved  to  declare  it ;  that  none  of  the  speakers  had 
confuted  Job,  but  that  the  latter  had  rather  silenced  them.  He 
finds  fault  with  the  suflerer  for  asserting  his  innocence  as  he 
had  done,  and  so  accusing  God  of  injustice.  And  then  he 
declares  the  common  method  of  the  divine  procedure,  in  which 
men  are  often  afflicted  for  gracious  purposes,  and  maintains  that 
Job  is  blameworthy  for  adopting  the  irreverent  language  of  evil 
doers.  In  all  cases  the  divine  chastisements  should  be  received 
with  submission.  A  fine  description  of  several  divine  attributes 
concludes  the  discourse  (xxxii.-xxxvii.). 

After  Elihu  has  spoken,  Jehovah  himself  interposes  and 
speaks.  In  a  long  address,  expressed  for  the  most  part  in  the 
interrogative  form,  he  shews  Job  the  folly  of  questioning  the 
justice  or  wisdom  of  the  divine  government,  when  he  is  unable 
to  control,  or  even  comprehend,  the  commonest  phenomena  of 
nature.  The  speech  of  Jehovah  out  of  the  whirlwind  is  most 
sublime  (xxxviii.-xli.). 

VOL.  n.  12 
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.This  appeal  to  Job  is  followed  by  an  expression  of  meek  sub- 
mission and  repentance  on  the  part  of  the  sufferer  (xlii.  1-  6). 

Jehovah  then  expresses  displeasure  with  Eliphaz  and  the 
other  two  friends  for  speaking  wrongly  of  Him.  Job's  prayer 
for  his  friends  is  accepted ;  he  is  restored  to  affluence  ;  his  flocks 
and  herds  are  doubled ;  he  receives  as  many  sons  and  daughters 
as  before ;  and  dies  in  a  good  old  age  (xlii.  7-17). 

Such  is  the  epilogue,  written  in  prose  like  the  prologue.  The 
dialogue  or  controversy  containing  the  argument,  is  in  poetry, 
VIZ.,  lu.-xm.  b. 

III.  Stkuciure  of  the  Poem. — Some  have  called  it  an  epic 
poem ;  as  Stuss,  Lichtenstein,  Ilgen,  and  Good.  The  last  named 
critic  supposes  that  it  has  all  the  prominent  features  of  an  epic 
as  described  by  Aristotle  himself,  such  as  unity,  completeness, 
grandeur  in  action,  loftiness  of  sentiment  and  language,  multi- 
tude and  variety  in  the  passions  it  develops.  The  characters, 
too,  are  well  discriminated  and  supported.^  There  is  no  pro- 
priety in  calling  it  an  epic.  The  prologue  is  opposed  to  that 
view.  The  narrative  begins  with  the  historical  commencement, 
instead  of  following  the  rule  given  by  Horace, 

*^  Semper  ad  eyentiun  fcstiiiat,  et  in  mediaa  res 
Kon  secos  ac  notas,  auditorem  rapit." 

We  do  not  deny  that  it  has  something  of  the  epic  character  and 
form.  Neither  is  it  extravagant  to  call  its  form,  with  Keil,  If/ric; 
for  the  IjTic  is  included  in  the  dramatic. 

The^dramatic  character  of  the  poem  can  scarcely  fail  to  escape 
the  notice  of  the  most  careless  reader.  It  is  indeed  a  regular 
drama.  A  prologue  in  prose  sta,nds  at  the  commencement  of  it, 
making  the  reader  acquainted  with  the  situation  of  the  hero  who 
is  the  subject.  This  is  followed  by  the  action  itself  beginning 
with  a  monologue  of  the  hero,  which  is  succeeded  by  the  con- 
troversy with  his  friends  contained  as  it  were  in  three  acts  or 
series  of  the  dialogue.  Each  act  again  consists  of  three  attacks 
by  the  opponents,  and  as  many  defences.  The  conclusion  of  the 
action  is  formed  by  a  monologue  of  the  hero.  Finally,  God 
himself  appears  as  judge  of  the  combat,  and  pronounces  his 
decision;  after  which  an  epilogue  in  prose  gives  the  issue  or 
catastrophe.     Such  is  the  external  arrangement. 

The  internal  or  dialectic  development  corresponds  to  the  out- 
ward structure.  It  does  not  lie  in  the  arguments  or  ideas,  how- 
ever, so  much  as  in  the  feelings.  The  former  often  remain  at 
the  same  point,  without  any  visible  advance  or  return  to  their 
former  position.    In  the  latter  there  is  manifest  progress.    Thus 

^  Good's  introductory  dissertation  to  his  version  of  Job,  sect.  2. 
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the  development  is  not  logical  but  dramatic.  The  different  acts 
exemplify  this  statement.  The  speakers  become  more  animated 
and  impassioned.  Their  feelings  wax  hotter  in  each  speech. 
All  is  hastening  to  one  point.  The  opposition  of  views  reaches 
its  highest  development  in  Job's  replv  to  Eliphaz.  There  is  a 
falling  back  in  the  short  speech  of  Bildad,  and  a  calmer  tone  in 
Job's  subsequent  assurance  of  integrity  and  honesty,  terminating 
in  a  formal  appeal  to  the  decision  of  God. 

According  to  this  description  it  may  be  called  a  tragedy,  as 
Mercer  and  Beza  termed  it  long  ago.  It  is  true  that  it  wants 
some  of  the  features  belonging  to  Greek  tragedy.  But  the 
essence  of  it  is  tragical,  because  me  dialogues  are  concerned  with 
sufferings,  which  are  viewed  in  connexion  with  a  presumed 
moral  cause — ^with  secret  guilt.  We  have  seen  too  that  passions 
come  into  play.  A  mystery  is  to  be  solved.  There  is  both 
action  and  development — action  consisting  in  dramatic  develop- 
ment. We  see  man  struggling  with  misfortune,  and  the  pas- 
sions arising  out  of  it  both  in  himself  and  others — ^man  subjected 
in  this  way  to  a  process  of  purification,  whence  he  emerges 
humbler  and  better. 

The  peculiarities  of  this  tragedy  arise  in  part  from  the 
Hebrew  soil  it  springs  from.     Thus  it  exhibits  a  doctrine  of 
providence  belonging  to  Hebrew  theism.     The  didacfic  object  of  \ 
it  is  prominent ;  so  that  it  may  be  called  a  didactic  poem,  for    \ 
which  the  dramatic  form  is  merely  a  vehicle.     There  is  no  plot    / 
or  outward  action.     The  hero  falls  into  perplexity  neither  by  his 
own  guilt  nor  that  of  those  connected  with  him,  but  by  a  dis- 
aster mflicted  without  his  deserving  it. 

Thus  the  work  is  the  divine  drama  of  the  ancient  Hebrews. 
The  dialogues  have  a  rythmical  conformation  ;  the  parties  who 
are  introduced  speaking  have  a  character  faithfully  preserved ; 
strict  history  is  not  followed;  the  parts  are  regularly  distri- 
buted; an  air  of  completeness  marks  the  whole,  and  fiction 
lends  its  effect.  It  is  unique,  original,  peculiar,  distinguished 
not  only  by  the  elevation  of  its  subject  but  the  manner  in  which 
the  poet  has  invested  it  with  flesh  and  blood ;  arranging  the 
parts  with  considerable  art,  and  setting  them  together  to  make  a 
finished  picture.  It  is  the  sublimest  composition  of  Hebrew 
genius  inspired  by  God. 

Tried  by  the  Greek  drama  it  cannot  be  called  a  perfect 
tragedy.  It  contains  no  plot  or  outward  action,  and  exhibits 
one  uniform  succession  of  things  without  change  of  feature. 
But  the  Hebrew  writers  were  not  concerned  with  artificial  rules 
of  composition  which  were  not  invented  till  long  after  their 
death.  Totally  different  in  their  intellectual  developments,  the 
Greeks  and  they  followed  different  models. 
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The  dialogues  of  the  speakers^  as  seyeral  critics  have  observed, 
may  be  divided  into  strophes.  They  are  so  arranged  by  Koester,^ 
whom  Schlottmann  usually  follows.  In  like  manner  Ewald  has 
tried  to  brins  out  a  stropmc  structure.^  This  rythmical  division 
is  a  noticeable  thinff.  It  appears  in  the  Psalms  also.  It  is  not, 
however,  very  regiuarly  or  uniformly  carried  out  by  the  writer, 
as  far  as  we  can  perceive ;  though  it  may  really  exist  and  fail  to 
be  seen.  As  the  poet  has  employed  ehiboration  in  the  disposi- 
tion of  his  theme,  laying  it  out  with  masterly  skill  and  shaping 
it  with  plastic  hand,  so  that  poetic  art  is  combined  with  lofty 
conception,  the  existence  of  such  strophes  may  be  naturally 
looked  for.  Hebrew  poetry  presents  them  in  other  instances. 
Why  not  here  P  The  danger  is,  that  arbitrariness  should  become 
too  prominent  in  their  evolution ;  especially  when  critics  allow 
free  scope  to  subjectivity. 

IV.  LocALiTT  OF  Job  and  his  three  friends. — ^The  theatre 
of  Job's  trials  was  the  land  of  Uz.  If  this  locality  be  regarded 
as  the  real  dwelling  place  of  the  patriarch,  not  an  imaginary 
creation  of  the  poet,  where  should  we  look  for  it  P  It  is  else- 
where mentioned  in  Jer.  xxv.  20 ;  Lam.  iv.  21.  According  to 
the  Septuagint,  where  it  is  rendered  'ilt/o-m?,  it  lay  on  the 
borders  of  Idumea  and  Arabia,  in  the  north-eastern  part  of 
Arabia  Deserta.  With  this  agrees  a  notice  of  Ptolemy  (v.  19), 
who  mentions  a  tribe  called  Aisitae  {^Aurircu,  P  ^Avairod,)  in 
the  northern  part  of  Arabia  Deserta  near  Babylon  and  the 
Euphrates.  Ewald  thinks  that  the  appellations  Esau  and  Uz 
were  originally  the  same.'  It  was  thus  between  Idumea,  Pales- 
tine, and  the  Euphrates.  Jahn  identifies  it  with  the  valley  of 
Damascus ;  but  this  could  not  have  been  so  extensive  as  to 
justify  the  phrase  "  aU  the  kin^  of  the  land  of  Uz"  (Jer.  xxv. 
20).^  Fries  again  has  supposed  it  to  be  the  territory  el-Tellul, 
which  is  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  mountainous  tract  Hauran, 
and  on  the  south  and  east  by  the  great  wilderness  el-Hammad, 
stretching  northward  as  far  as  the  33rd  parallel;^  which  is  too 
far  north  to  agree  well  with  the  passages  in  Jeremiah  and 
Lamentations.  The  inhabitants  were  an  Aramaean  tribe,  which 
was  subsequently  amalgamated  with  the  Nahorites  and  Horites. 
They  were  not  tnerefore  Idumaeans,  though  in  close  intercourse 
with  them  (Gen.  x.  23,  xxii.  21).  Here  they  were  exposed  to 
the  predatory  incursions  of  the  Sabaeans  (Job  i.  15),  i.e.,  the 
Yemenites,  a  people  to  whom  Genesis  attributes  both  a  Cushite 
and  Shemite  origin,  as  well  as  of  the  Chaldeans  (Job  i.  17). 

^  Das  Bnch  Hiob  gtrophiaeh  nebersetzt,  u.  s.  yr,  1832. 

>  Das  Buch  Ijob  uebenetzt  mid  erklart,  sweite  Aufla^,  18^4. 

>  Das  Bnch  Iiob,  pp.  20,  21.  ^  Emleitung,  vol.  ii.  p.  768. 
<  Studien  nnd  Kntiken  for  1864,  p.  299,  et  seqq. 
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They  were  acquainted  with  the  carayans  of  Teman,  a  town  of 
Idumea  about  five  miles  from  Petra,  and  of  Sheba  (vi.  19) — 
carayans  which  must  haye  trayelled  near  the  Uzzites,  as  they 
went  with  their  merchandise  along  the  Palestinian  highway  to 
the  coast  of  the  Mediterranean. 

The  names  and  natiye  places  of  the  three  Mends  introduced 
into  the  work  a^ree  with  this  interpretation  of  TJz.  EUphaz 
was  of  Teman^  i.e.,  he  was  an  Edomite;  for  Teman  was  the 
capital  of  Edom,  and  ia  sometimes  used  as  the  synonyme  of  it. 
Budad  was  a  Shuhite.  Shuah,  Abraham's  son^  gaye  his  name 
to  an  Arabian  tribe.  The  country  of  the  Shuhites  is  supposed 
to  haye  been  the  same  with  SofcieaSa  of  Ptolemy  (y.  15)  in 
Arabia  Deserta  and  east  of  Batanea.  Zophar  is  termed  a 
Naamathite.  This  patronymic  is  difficult,  because,  though 
Naamah,  a  city  in  the  tribe  of  Judah  is  mentioned  in  Josh.  xy. 
41,  it  appears  too  distant  £rom  TJz.  Yet  there  is  no  absolute 
necessity  to  haye  recourse  to  some  unknown  place  of  the  same 
name.    I^aamah  was  near  the  south-eastern  boundary  of  the  tribe. 

V.  Age  of  Job. — ^At  what  time  Job  liyed  in  tms  territory  it 
is  not  easy  to  discoyer.  Yet  attempts  haye  been  made  to  deter- 
mine it  yery  exactly.  At  the  end  of  the  Septuagint  yersion  is 
an  appenduL,  which  is  said  to  haye  been  taken  from  the  old 
Syriac  yersion,  stating  that  Job's  former  name  was  Jobab,  that 
he  was  the  son  of  Karas,  fifth  in  descent  from  Abraham,  and 
reigned  oyer  Edom  after  Balak  son  of  Beor.  The  old  Latin 
and  Arabic  yersions  haye  the  same  addition,  taken  without  doubt 
&om  the  LXX.  This  register  was  looked  upon  with  suspicion 
by  seyeral  of  the  Greek  and  Latin  fathers,  and  by  Fred.  Span- 
heim.  It  is  imdoubtedly  of  Christian  origin,  chiefly  resting  on 
the  arbitrary  combination  of  the  names  Job  and  Jobab,  which 
are  yery  similar  in  Greek.  Kennicott  giyes  a  genealogical 
table  in  which  Job  is  made  contemporary  with  Amram,  father 
of  Moses.^  Hales  adduces  a  proof  drawn  from  astronomy,  by 
which  JoVs  trial  belongs  to  the  year  2337  b.c.  (2130  of  the 
common  chronology),  or  818  years  after  the  deluge,  184  years 
before  the  birth  of  Abraham,  474  years  before  Jacob's  family 
settled  in  Egypt,  and  689  years  before  their  exodus.'  Others, 
as  Carpzoy,  Inghtfoot,  Chrysostom,  etc.,  place  Job  between  the 
last  years  of  Joseph  and  the  exodus,  i.e.,  between  Ex.  i.  and  ii. 
He  has  also  been  assigned  to  the  ages  of  Moses,  Jacob,  Isaac, 
Jos^h,  Solomon,  the  time  of  the  Judges,  of  Ahasuerus,  of  Nebu- 
chacmezzar,  of  Ezra.  It  is  impossible  to  determine  his  age  with 
precision.  It  is  most  probable  that  he  belonged  to  the  patri- 
archal period,  because — 

^  Remarks  on  select  panages  of  Scripture,  p.  162. 

2  Analysis  of  Sacred  Chronology,  vol.  ii  p.  53,  et  seqq.,  leoond  edition. 
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1.  The  length  of  his  life  agrees  best  with  this.  He  survived 
his  trial  140  years  (xlii.  16),  so  that  he  must  have  lived  200 
years. 

2.  The  only  kind  of  money  mentioned  ilp^fe^  kesitah,  belongs 

to  the  patriarchal  period  (Gen.  xxxiii.  19 ;  iJosh.  xxiv.  32). 
The  word  does  not  signify  a  lamb,  as  Magee  supposes,^  and  does 
not  shew  therefore  that  his  riches  were  reckoned  solely  by  his 
cattle.  Sales  /or  money  were  common  in  the  age  of  the  patri- 
archs. 

3.  The  only  musical  instruments  mentioned  are  three  of  the 
oldest  which  appear  in  Genesis,  viz.,  the  flute  or  pipe  i^^y  (a 

wind  instrument) ;  the  lyre  or  cithara  (a  stringed  instrument), 
1135 ;  and  tjh  the  drum  or  tabret  (an  instrument  struck). 
Comp.  Job  XXX.  31,  xxi.  12,  with  Gen.  iv.  21,  xxxi.  27. 

4.  Job  speaks  of  the  most  ancient  kind  of  writing  by  sculp- 
ture (xix.  23).  The  use  of  writing  in  judicial  documents  is  also 
implied  (xxxi.  35). 

5.  According  to  the  patriarchal  usage.  Job  acted  as  high 
priest  in  his  family  (Gen.  viii.  20). 

6.  Allusion  is  made  by  Job  to  that  kind  of  idolatry  which  was 
the  most  ancient,  viz.,  the  worship  of  the  sun  and  moon,  or 
Zabianism.     This  agrees  with  the  patriarchal  age. 

7.  The  number  seven  was  a  sacred  number  in  the  earliest 
ages.  Hence  Job's  sacrifice  consisted  of  sevefi  oxen  and  seven 
rams. 

These  and  other  internal  characteristics  agree  best  with  patri- 
archal times,  and  may  .therefore  be  taken  as  favourable  to  Job's 
living  at  that  age.  They  may  indeed  be  fictitious;  but  the 
evidence  is  equally  valid,  if  the  writer  introduces  nothing  out  of 
place  or  character  in  connection  with  his  hero.  In  putting  Job 
m  patriarchal  times,  the  author  probably  followed  a  true  tradi- 
tion. And  in  building  up  his  poem  on  it,  he  has  preserved  a 
wonderful  verisimilitude.  Yery  rarely  is  he  guilty  of  inadver- 
tence in  his  description.  As  Job  was  an  Aramaean,  not  an 
Israelite,  the  history  recorded  is  one  that  does  not  belong  to  the 
promised  race.  It  stands  in  no  immediate  connection  with  that 
of  Israel.  The  hero  is  surrounded  by  shepherds  not  by  priests  ; 
and  therefore  he  himself  ofiers  sacrifices.  The  law  given  from 
Sinai  is  unmentioned.  The  ecclesiastical  life  and  history  of 
Israel  are  alike  unnoticed.  The  writer  assumes  a  position  for 
his  hero  out  of  Palestine ;  and  abides  by  it  with  remarkable 
fidelity,  consistency,  and  freshness. 

VI.  His  HisnoRiCAL  EXISTENCE. — ^We  have  assumed  the  actual 
existence  of  such  a  person  as  Job.     Yet  some  eminent  critics 

^  Difloonrses  on  the  atonement,  toI,  ii.  pp.  59-61. 
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have  called  it  in  question,  supposing  that  the  whole  poem  is  a 
fictitious  narration  intended  to  convey  a  moral  lesson.     The  first 
trace  of  this  opinion  is  in  the  Talmudist  S>.  Resh  Lakish.^     The 
same  view  was  held  by  Moses  Maimonides,  as  well  as  by  Jimilius, 
Theodore  of  Mopsuestia,  Salmasiiis,  Le  Clerc,  J.  D.  Michaelis, 
Dathe,  Augusti,  Bernstein,  Bishop  Stock,  Sender,  Hengstenberff, 
and  others.    The  spirit  of  antiqmty  is  adverse  to  this.    In  early 
times  historical  persons  and  the  circumstances  belonging;  to  them 
were  not  creat^  by  the  imagination.     Fiction  of  this  nature 
was  a  slow  and  gradual  process,  which  was  developed  in  the 
course  of  centuries.     It  was  not  a  part  of  ancient  but  of  modem 
literature ;  the  genius  of  antiquity  being  averse,  if  not  inade- 
quate to,  its  evolution.     We  cannot  see  the  validity  of  the  ar- 
gument urged  against  the  reality  of  Job's  existence  derived  from 
the  nature  of  the  exordium  in  which   Satan  appears  as  the 
accuser  of  Job.     The  conversation  related  to  have  taken  place 
between  the  Almighty  and  Satan  is  certainly  incredible  if  taken 
as  literal  history;   but  though  it  be  the  fiction  of  poetry  it 
harmonises  with  Job's  real  personality.     In  like  manner,  the 
temptations  and  sufferings  allowed  by  the  Almighty  to  befal  an 
upright  character  do  not  really  militate  against  the  view  of  Job's 
existence,  unless  every  particular  recorded  be  taken  as  literal 
history,  contrary  to  reason  and  Scripture.     The  artificial  regu- 
larity of  the  numbers  descriptive  of  the  patriarch's  possessions 
do  not  tell  against  the  same  hypothesis,  unless  they  contain  a 
real  and  true  history  of  things  as  they  occurred.     The  choice 
does  not  lie  between  the  actual  existence  of  the  patriarch  in- 
volving a  literal  history  of  his  temptations  and  simerings,  and 
the  wholly  fictitious  character  of  the  hero  with  all  that  is  related 
in  the  poem  bearing  his  name.     These  are  tico  extrerneSy  to 
neither  of  which  are  we  bound  to  resort.     Both  are  objection- 
able.   It  is  favourable  to  the  hypothesis  of  Job's  real  personality 
that  Ezekiel   speaks  of  him   along  with  Noah   and  Daniel : 
"  Though  these  three  men  Noah,  Daniel,  and  Job  were  in  it 
they  should  deliver  but  their  own  souls  by  their  righteousness, 
saith  the  Lord  God"  (xiv.  14).    Here  real  characters  seem  to  be 
associated.     So  also  James  writes  in  his  general  epistle :  "  Ye 
have  heard  of  the  patience  of  Job  and  have  seen  the  end  of  the 
Lord,  that  the  Lord  is  very  pitiful  and  of  tender  mercy  "  (v.  11). 
That  an  imaginary  person  should  be  cited  as  an  example  of 
patience  is  improbable.     Yet  fictitious  and  real  characters  may 
be  put  together,  as  Lazarus  and  Abraham.     The  narrative  in 
Luke  (xvi.)  does  not  profess  to  be  fictitious :  it  has  been  doubted 
by  some  if  it  be  a  parable  at  all.    Hence  there  ccmnot  be  so 

^  Bsba  bathra,  foL  15,  1.    See  Magnus's  Comment,  z.  B.  Hiob,  p.  298. 
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much  difference  between  the  two  cases.  The  concurrent  testi- 
mony of  eastern  tradition^  though  often  quoted  for  the  real 
existence  of  Job  is  irreleyant,  because  it  appears  to  have  been 
drawn  from  the  book  itself.  Were  it  independent  of  the  work 
it  would  be  in  point,  not  otherwise.  Accordingly  it  proves 
nothing  that  Job  is  mentioned  by  the  writer  of  Tobit's  apocry- 
phal book;  or  by  Mohammed;  or  that  the  Chaldeans  and 
Assyrians  knew  his  history  ;  or  that  many  noble  families  among 
the  Arabians  were  distinguished  by  his  name  and  boasted  of  his 
ancestry.  Traditionary  accoimts  of  the  place  of  lus  abode  are 
late.  That  many  persons  in  Arabia  went  to  see  his  dimglull, 
even  in  the  fourth  century,  shews  their  foolish  credulity.  His 
grave  indeed  is  shewn  at  six  different  places  in  the  East,  which 
may  afford  some  proof  of  his  historical  existence.  But  while 
his  reality  cannot  be  denied  by  the  sober  critic,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  book  bearing  his  name  contains  a  literal  history. 
It  is  a  poem,  and  why  convert  poetry  into  prose  P  Is  it  not 
absurd  to  make  history  out  of  a  dramatic  poem  P  In  the  time 
of  the  author,  an  ancient  tradition  existed  respecting  a  remark- 
ably upright  and  patient  man  called  Job,  who  had  been  exposed 
to  remarkable  vicissitudes.  The  few  facts  embodied  in  this  tra- 
ditional story  were  taken  as  the  groimd-work  of  a  poem,  and 
disposed,  enlarged,  moulded,  according  to  the  object  in  view. 
The  basis  alone  is  historical— all  the  rest  pure  fiction.  It  is  now 
impossible  to  separate  the  facts  respecting  Job  from  the  legen- 
dary and  fictitious.  Even  in  the  author's  day  both  may  have 
been  inseparably  blended  together.  In  addition  to  the  name  of 
the  hero,  the  land  of  his  abode,  the  disease  with  which  he  was 
affiicted,  the  names  and  localities  of  his  three  friends  with  their 
visits  to  him,  were  probably  historical.  Rare  trials  befel  him 
suddenly  and  unexpectedly,  in  his  fc^inily  and  possessions. 
Beyond  these  particulars  we  dare  not  go.  The  rest  is  the  em- 
bellishment with  which  genius  has  invested  this  remarkable 
man.  Nothing  is  more  obvious  than  the  regular  structure  and 
artificial  arrangement  of  the  whole.  Everything  is  disposed  in 
such  a  way  as  to  contribute  to  one  end.  How  could  Job,  tor- 
mented with  a  loathsome  disease  and  wretched  in  mind,  utter 
long  speeches  highly  poetical,  elaborate,  and  poHshed  in  diction  P 
Could  his  friends  too  have  spoken  as  they  are  represented,  in 
a  poetical  style,  and  with  a  peculiar  adaptation  to  the  main 
theme  that  excites  the  admiration  of  all  eyes  P  Would  they 
have  uttered  finished  speeches,  compact,  progressive  in  argu- 
ment, in  highly-wrought  language  P  Were  they  all  rare  poets 
— ^poets  too  who  could  pour  forth  at  once  such  sentiments,  in  a 
style  evincing  carefrd  elaboration  P  And  can  it  be  thought  by 
any  rational  mind,  that  Jehovah  spake  audibly  out  of  the  midst 
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of  a  whirlwind  P  Is  the  conyersation  between  the  Almighty  and 
Satan  to  be  taken  as  literal  history  P  If  so,  the  latter  is  sup- 
posed to  return  with  intelligence  from  the  terrestrial  regions. 
And  is  it  consistent  with  other  representations  of  Satan  to  sup- 
pose that  he  presented  himself  before  God  in  au  assembly  of 
good  spirits  to  promote  mischief  among  men  P  The  prologue,  if 
any  part,  bears  on  its  face  the  stamp  of  fiction.  But  the  artifi- 
ciality of  plan  and  nimibers  is  the  strongest  proof  of  the  poetical 
nature  of  the  contents.  Thtis  the  number  three  occurs  regularly 
throughout.  The  entire  matter  is  distributed  into  three  parts, 
prolo^e,  discourses,  and  epilogue.  The  prologue  and  epilogue 
contam  each  of  them  three  particulars ;  and  the  dialogues  ex- 
hibit three  series  of  controyersy.  Eyen  in  the  speeches  of 
Jehoyah  and  Elihu,  three  parts  may  be  discerned.  The  dis- 
courses of  the  three  friends  gradually  shew  the  insufficiency  of 
the  proof  offered  on  behalf  of  the  current  doctrine  of  diyine 
retribution,  by  their  becoming  each  time  jejuner  and  shorter ;  so 
that  the  second  merely  repeats  a  general  proposition  in  the  third 
debate ;  while  the  third  speaker  nas  nothing  more  to  adyance. 
Job  had  seyen  sons  and  three  daughters,  7,000  sheep,  3,000 
camels,  a  thousand  oxen,  and  exactly  half  the  number  of  asses. 


At  his  re8toration_to  health  and  prosperity  his  property  is 

ly  children  as  ne  had  lost. 
One  misfortune  comes  upon  him  suddenly  and  rapidly  after 


exactly  doubled.     He  receiyes  as  man' 


another ;  each  succeeding  one  seyerer  than  the  last,  till  aU  his 
children  perish.  And  from  each  disaster  a  solitary  individual 
escapes  to  bring  the  terrible  tidings.  These  phenomena  clearly 
shew  that  the  book  is  a  poem,  m  which  genius  and  reflection 
haye  idealised  and  embellished  a  few  traditional  materials.  The 
historical  circumstances  are  yery  few ;  certainly  not  all  related 
in  the  prose,  any  more  than  in  the  poetical  part.  The  author 
had  a  philosophical  problem  to  discuss  in  a  poetical  form.  In 
the  course  of  his  lofty  argument  he  puts  appropriate  sentiments 
into  the  mouths  of  the  speakers,  who  maintain  the  current 
doctrine  of  retribution.  The  hero  of  the  story  is  made  to  utter 
the  philosophic  doubts  of  the  author  himself,  whose  mind  had 
evidently  struggled  to  free  itself  from  the  generally  received 
view  of  divine  retribution.  With  bold  spirit  he  combats  the 
Judaism  of  his  time  which  held  the  invariable  connection 
between  virtue  and  prosperity.  Emotions  powerfrdly  affecting 
the  mind  of  the  gifted  writer  where  faith  and  reason  struggle 
against  one  another  gave  rise  to  the  poem,  for  which  he  found 
a  suitable  basis  in  tradition.  We  must  not  therefore  make  the 
form  of  the  work  anything  but  the  offspring  of  poetical  license ; 
or  the  adorning  of  it  other  than  fancy's  creation.  An  ancient 
tradition  suitably  moulded  takes  the  form  of  a  grand  poem,  in 
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which  the  writer's  doubts  and  difficulties  respecting  the  ways 
of  God  to  man  are  vividly  presented.  A  great  dedl  has  been 
made  of  the  two  passages  in  Ezekiel  and  James,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  shewing  that  most  of  the  particulars  stated  respecting 
Job  are  historical  facts.  But  the  reasoning  is  nugatory.  The 
Job  delineated  in  the  embellishments  of  the  writer  is  as  likely 
to  be  the  man  whom  the  two  writers  would  place  before  their 
readers,  as  the  Job  eliminated  from  the  poem  by  converting  it 
into  literal  history.  A  man  of  whom  little  certain  is  known, 
except  that  he  had  great  patience  amid  unusual  sufferings,  is  as 
worthy  to  be  selected  for  an  example  as  though  aU  ascribed  to 
him  were  literal  fact. 

VII.  Locality  and  age  of  the  writer. — The  author  was 
not  a  foreigner.  He  was  not  an  Idumaean  as  Eichhorn,  Herder, 
and  Hgen  supposed,  for  reasons  justly  exploded  at  the  present 
day.  He  was  not  a  Nahorite,  as  Niemeyer  conjectured.  In 
that  case  he  may  have  been  an  Idumaean.  The  work  is  not  a 
translation  from  the  Syriac ;  which  is  only  asserted  in  an  old 
commentary  falsely  ascribed  to  Origen,  wnere  it  is  said  that 
Moses  translated  it  out  of  the  Syriac  (Aramaean)  into  Hebrew ; 
and  apparently  in  the  appendix  to  the  Greek  version.  The 
words  however  of  that  addition  rather  say,  that  he  took  the 
appendix  from  the  Syriac,  o5to9  kpfjbrivevera^  ix  rrj^  Svpuucfy; 
fil^Xov,  iv  fih/  yp  jcaTocK&v,  k.  t.  \.  And  even  if  it  did  attest 
the  Syriac  original  of  the  book,  no  weight  could  be  attached 
to  it,  because  little  can  be  said  for  an  Aramaean  original. 
Neither  is  it  a  translation  from  the  Arabic,  as  Kromeyer,  opan- 
heim,  Witsius,  and  Vitringa,  thought.  The  author  must  have 
been  an  Israelite ;  for  his  Hebrew  culture  shines  forth  from 
his  bold  philosophy.  While  the  scene  of  the  hero  is  in  Arabia, 
out  of  Palestine,  the  author's  own  stand-point  is  Israelitish. 
Thus  in  the  narrative  part  he  calls  the  Deity  Jelwvah,  involun- 
tarily betraying  the  God  and  country  of  his  fathers.  But  the 
appellation  is  only  twice  put  into  the  mouth  of  Job  (i.  21, 
xii.  9) ;  being  usually  avoided  in  the  body  of  the  work.     Job 

and  his  friends  commonly  apply  Ptw^  to  the  Deity  (forty-one 
times),  which  is  a  more  poetical  expression  and  one  more  suit- 
able to  speakers  who  are  not  Israelites  than  the  plural  D^iT?i<, 
which  occurs  only  three  times  (xx.  29 ;  xxxii.  2 ;  xxxviii.  7). 
They  also  apply  *^^y  which  is  often  in  Genesis,  in  the  patri- 
archal time.  If  then  the  writer  was  a  native  Jew,  where  did 
he  live?  Was  he  in  Palestine  when  he  composed  the  work; 
in  Jerusalem  the  centre  of  the  theocracy;  or  in  the  moun- 
tainous region  of  the  South  not  far  from  Egypt,  Edom, 
and  Arabia  P    Was  he  in  Egypt  when  it  was  written  P    These 
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are  difBicult  questions  to  answer.  Hitzig^  and  HirzeP  suppose 
that  he  lived  in  Egypt,  because  an  intimate  acquaintance 
with  the  productions  and  objects  of  that  country  appears  in 
the  work.  Accordingly  Hirzel  appeals  to  the  description  of 
mine- working  in  xxviii.  1-1 1>  and  of  the  Nile-horse  and  croco- 
dile, xl.  15-xli.  26.  It  is  also  said  that  the  author  is  well 
acquainted  with  the  Nile,  and  therefore  borrows  figures  from 
it,  ix.  26 ;  viii.  11,  etc. ;  vii.  12.  He  had  seen  the  mausolea 
of  the  Egyptian  kings,  iii.  14,  etc, ;  and  is  familiar  with  the 
myth  respecting  the  phoenix,  xxix.  18.  In  Uke  manner,  the 
process  of  law  ctistomary  among  the  Egyptians  is  referred  to, 
xxxi.  35  :  and  the  description  of  the  war-horse  (xxxix.  19-25) 
reminds  the  reader  of  the  fame  of  Egypt  above  other  lands  for 
its  cavalry.  Ewald  assigns  only  xl.  15-xli.  26  to  Egypt. 
Most  of  these  considerations  appear  to  us  insufficient  proof  of 
that  for  which  they  are  adduced.  If  there  was  much  inter- 
course between  Palestine  and  Egypt  they  lose  their  force.  To 
the  Hebrews  the  latter  land  was  one  of  special  interest,  ever 
since  their  fathers  had  sojourned  in  it.  The  knowledge  of 
mining  implied  (xxviii.  1-11)  can  hardly  refer  to  Egypt,  be- 
cause gold  alone  was  procured  there,  not  the  other  metals 
mentioned,  silver,  iron,  brass.  And  the  mines  of  Egypt  were 
only  in  the  extreme  south,  on  the  borders  of  Ethiopia.  They 
were  also  worked  in  the  most  ancient  times,  but  afterwards 
intermitted  for  a  long  period.  The  description  suits  Arabia. 
Boats  made  of  the  papjrrus  (ix.  26 ;  viii.  11)  appear  in  Isaiah 
(xviii.  2),  so  that  nothing  can  be  drawn  from  allusion  to  them ; 
and  vii.  12  is  indefinite.  It  is  by  no  means  certain  that  iii.  14, 
15  refer  to  mausolea  in  Egypt.  They  may  point  to  the 
splendid  sepulchres  of  the  Hebrew  kings  and  nobles,  which 
were  sometimes  filled  with  treasures.  The  word  D^DS,  however, 
may  as  well  mean  houses,  as  abodes  for  the  dead.  The  know- 
ledge of  the  myth  of  the  phcenix  does  not  necessitate  the 
author's  abode  in  Egypt;  smce  ho  might  have  become  ac- 
quainted with  it  bv  intercourse  with  the  inhabitants  of  that 
coimtry  travelling  K)r  commercial  purposes.  The  interpretation 
of  xxxi.  35  is  too  uncertain  to  allow  of  its  allusion  to  the  usages 
of  judicial  procedure  among  the  Egyptians.  Nor  can  the  des- 
cription of  the  war-horse  (xxxix.  19-25)  refer  to  Egypt  in  par- 
ticular ;  because  Solomon  had  a  great  many  horses  brought  out 
of  that  country  (1  Kings  x.  28).  But  the  hippopotamus  and 
crocodile  are  so  graphically  presented  to  the  eye  of  the  reader  in 
xl.  15-xli.  26,  that  they  appear  to  be  depicted  from  nature.  It 
is  likely  that  the  writer  saw  them  in  Egypt.    Even  this  does 

^  Der  Prophet  lesaias  uebersetzt  und  ausgelegt,  p.  286. 
*  Hiob  eru&rt,  Einleitang,  p.  12. 
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not  warrant  the  conclusion  that  he  lived  there.  We  may  snp- 
pose  that  he  travelled  into  that  and  other  lands,  where  he  saw 
their  products  and  wonders.  Having  acquired  extensive  know- 
ledge he  composed  the  present  work  ;  and  transfers  the  river 
horse  from  the  Nile  to  the  Jordan  as  a  Hebrew  would  naturally 
do :  ''  though  a  Jordan  reaches  to  his  mouth/'  i.e»y  the  greatest 
river  to  a  HebreV.  Thtis  we  do  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
assign  an  Egyptian  abode  to  the  writer,  to  account  for  any  of 
the  allusions  or  descriptions  in  his  work.  All  that  is  required 
is  to  conceive  of  a  man  of  reading  well  acquainted  with  the 
traditions  of  his  own  nation— one  who  had  come  in  contact 
with  different  peoples,  their  life,  their  habits ;  and  had  travelled 
in  Egypt.  He  possessed  graphic  power  to  describe  what  he 
had  seen,  as  well  as  what  he  had  read,  or  heard.  Perhaps  he 
lived  in  Southern  Judea  where  he  had  opportunities  of  seeing 
caravans  from  Teman  and  Sabaea ;  and  where  the  mines  of 
Arabia  would  not  be  strange.  In  that  case  he  could  more 
readily  enter  into  the  fortunes  of  his  hero,  and  describe  his 
relations  with  greater  fidelity.  This  is  slightly  favoured  by 
some  dialectic  peculiarities  which  agree  with  those  in  Amos  the 
prophet  of  Tekoah,  adduced  by  Stickel,^  such  as  the  interchange 
of  t3  and  ^  (Amos  vi.  10 ;  Job  v.  2 ;  vi.  2),  and  the  union  of 

7*P5  with  nip^S  C-Ajtnos  V.  8 ;  Job  ix.  9 ;  xxxviii.  31).  Wher- 
ever the  author  lived,  we  can  scarcely  conceive  of  him  dwelling 
apart  in  the  midst  of  his  nation,  a  solitary  recluse  possessing 
extraordinary  insight:  his  mind  had  been  stimulated  and 
enlarged  by  a  knowledge  of  men  and  things  acquired  at  a  time 
when  the  Hebrews  had  considerable  intercourse  with  Arabia. 
The  name  of  the  minstrel  (which  was  not  Saruch,  as  Bunsen 
thinks)  is  lost  in  the  oblivion  of  antiquity.  But  his  work  lives 
and  will  last  for  ever,  reflecting  a  light  amid  the  darkness  of  the 
old  economy,  which  illumines  its  dim  shadows  by  shewing  the 
boundary  between  knowledge  and  faith.  Like  a  star  of  the  first 
ma&;nitude,  his  brilliant  genius  attracts  the  admiration  of  men 
as  it  points  to  the  Almighty  Ruler  chastening  yet  loving  his 
people.  Of  one  whose  sublime  conceptions  mountmg  the  height 
where  Jehovah  is  enthroned  in  light  inaccessible  to  mortal  eye 
lift  him  far  above  his  time  and  people — ^who  climbs  the  ladder 
of  the  Eternal  as  if  to  open  heaven,— of  this  g^ant  philosopher 
and  poet  we  long  to  know  something ;  his  habitation,  name, 
appearance.  The  very  spot  where  his  ashes  rest,  though  marked 
by  no  monument,  we  desire  to  gaze  upon.  But  in  vain. 
Probably  his  contemporaries  were  not  alive  to  the  unique 
excellence  of  his  work,  towering  as  it  did  above  all  the  effiisions 

1  Hiob,  p.  263  et  seqq. 
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of  the  Hebrew  mufle,  and  overleaping  the  slow  growth  of 
Hebrew  ideas.  The  great  poem  itself  is  all  we  can  have.  And 
it  is  enough.  In  the  emanation  of  this  gifted  spirit,  shrouded 
as  he  now  is  in  miraculous  concealment— in  the  imperishable 
monument  of  his  genius,  he  still  speaks  to  men  of  the  divine 
justice,  omnipotence,  wisdom,  with  a  daringness  merging  into 
the  modest  humility  befitting  the  creature  man.  "With  his 
unuttered  name,''  says  Herder,  "  he  has  consigned  to  oblivion 
all  that  was  earthly  ;  and  leaving  his  book  for  a  memorial  below, 
is  engaged  in  a  yet  nobler  song  in  that  world  where  the  voice 
of  sorrow  and  mourning  is  unneard,  and  where  the  morning 
stars  sing  together."* 

The  opinions  entertained  of  the  time  when  he  lived  have  been 
very  various : 

1.  Some  suppose  that  he  lived  before  Moses.  Carpzov,  Eich- 
hom,  Bertholdt,  Hgen,  Stuhlmann,  and  others  have  been 
favourable  to  this  view.  Job  himself  is  fixed  upon  as  the 
author  by  Lee,  Elihu  by  others ;  or  at  least  some  contemporary. 
In  favour  of  this  it  is  alleged, 

(a)  That  the  author  of  the  book  recognises  no  priestly  caste; 
ana  Job  himself  offers  sacrifices,  according  to  the  ancient  patri- 
archal custom  where  each  father  of  a  family  was  priest.  Here 
the  author  of  the  book  is  erroneously  identified  with  the  hero. 
To  be  consistent  and  suitable,  the  description  must  represent  Job 
according  to  the  age  in  which  he  is  supposed  to  nave  lived. 
Although,  therefore,  the  patriarch  is  said  to  have  offered  sacri- 
fices, the  writer  was  not  ignorant  of  the  existence  of  a  priestly 
order. 

(b)  His  opponents  never  charge  Job  with  idolatry,  though  that 
would  have  first  suggested  itself  to  an  Israelite  living  after  the 
introduction  of  heathen  rites.  Here  again  the  author  is  er- 
roneously identified  with  the  hero ;  and  because  the  former  is 
consistent  in  the  character  he  draws  of  the  patriarch,  it  is  er- 
roneously inferred  that  the  book  was  written  before  the  Israelites 
were  settled  in  Canaan. 

(c)  God  is  represented  under  the  patriarchal  image  in  which 
the  ancients  regarded  Him,  rather  than  as  invested  with  the 
royaltv  inherent  in  the  Mosaic  notion  of  the  Deity.  This  state- 
ment IS  hardly  correct,  since  the  first  chapter  paints  Jehovah  as 
a  monarch  surrounded  by  obedient  beings.  And  even  if  it  were, 
the  patriarchal  image  is  in  character  with  the  scene  and  time. 

(d)  In  this  book  we  perceive  that  reverence  for  the  aged 
wmch  generally  prevails  under  a  patriarchal  system,  where 
wisdom  is  attached  to  grey  hairs. 

^  Spirit  of  Hebrew  Poetry,  translated  by  Maiab,  toI.  i.  pp.  120,  121. 
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There  is  no  real  evidence  that  the  book  was  pre-Mosaic.  All 
the  characters  of  antiquity  belonging  to  it — the  total  absence  of 
allusion  to  the  manners^  customs,  ceremonies,  etc.,  of  the 
Israelites — the  assumption  that  Job  tells  his  own  story,  or  that 
Elihu  relates  it,  are  without  foundation.  If  the  book  were  pre- 
Mosaic  or  patriarchal  in  origin,  the  language  ought  to  have  an 
archaic  and  primitive  stamp.  The  colouring  and  scenery  are 
archaic ;  but  the  style  is  not  It  is  majestic,  often  rugged,  yet 
of  a  nature  to  shew  that  writing  had  been  long  used ;  because 
the  thoughts  which  are  generally  of  a  profound  character,  have 
moulded  it  so  as  to  prevent  the  prevalence  of  fluency  and 
flexibility.  The  language  is  singularly  artifical  and  elaborate. 
The  absence  in  it  of  all  traces  of  the  Mosaic  prescriptions  does 
not  prove  its  early  date  any  more  than  the  like  absence  of  them 
in  Proverbs  and  the  book  of  Judges  shews  their  great  antiquity. 
An  appeal  to  the  law  would  have  violated  the  plan  and  unity 
of  the  book.  The  pfoblem  discussed  is  intentionallv  argued 
irrespectively  of  the  law.  Although,  therefore,  no'  mention 
be  made  of  a  positive  law,  the  pre-existence  of  the  Mosaic 
code  is  not  excluded.  Yet  there  are  passages  which  appear  at 
least  to  contain  plain  references  even  to  the  written  law  of 
Moses,  as  we  shaU  see  hereafter. 

2.  Others  have  attributed  the  authorship  to  Moses ;  as  Saadias, 
and  various  Talmudists  and  Habbins,  as  Kimchi,  Abenesra, 
Manasseh  ben  Israel ;  Ephrem  Syrus,  some  Greek  and  Latin 
fathers ;  and  in  modem  times,  MichaeUs,  Hu&agel,  Dr.  Mason, 
Good,  Palfrey,  etc. 

The  chief  argument  adduced  is  the  coincidence  of  many  ex- 
pressions in  the  work  with  those  occurring  in  the  Pentateuch, 
and  Genesis  in  particular.  They  are  drawn  out  in  iftill  array  by 
Prof.  Lee.     The  following  are  the  chief  ones  in  his  list :  Job  iv. 

17,  his  Maker ;  comp.  Gen.  i.  26,  31 ;  ii.  1,  3,  4,  18.    Job  iv. 

18,  his  angels ;  Gen.  xvi.  7,  9,  10,  etc. ;  xix.  1,  etc. ;  xxi.  17 ; 
xxii.  11,  15 ;  xxiv.  7,  40 ;  xxxi.  11 ;  xlviii.  16 ;  Ex.  iii.  2 ;  xiv. 

19,  etc.  Job  V.  2,  For  wrath  kilkth  the  foolish  many  and  envy 
slayeth  the  silly  one;  Deut.  xxix.  18,  20,  "The  heart  tumeth 
away  from  the  Lord  ....  the  anger  of  the  Lord  and  his  jealousy 

shall  smoke  against  that  man and  the  Lord  shall  blot  out 

his  name  from  imder  heaven."  Job  v.  7,  Yet  man  is  born  unto 
trouble ;  Gen.  iii.  16,  17,  19,  "  In  sorrow  thou  shalt  bring  forth 
children  ....  in  sorrow  shalt  thou  eat  of  it  all  the  days  of  thy 
life ;  in  the  sweat  of  thy  face  shalt  thou  eat  bread,"  etc.  Job  v. 
8,  /  tpould  seek  unto  Ghd,  and  unto  Ood  toould  I  commit  my  cause ; 
comp.  Deut.  throughout.  Job  v.  9,  tohich  doeth  great  things  .  .  . 
marvellous  things  icithout  number ;  comp.  Gen.  xviii.  14,  etc ; 
Ex.  xxxiv.  10 ;  Josh.  iii.  5 ;  Judg.  vi.  13.    Job  v.  18,  For  he 
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tnaketh  sore  and  lindeth  up;  he  tcoundeth  and  his  hands  make 
whole ;  comp.  Deut.  xxxii.  39,  "  I  Idll  and  I  make  alive ;  I 
wound  and  I  heal."  Job  v.  21,  Thou  shalt  he  hid  from  the  scourge 
of  the  tongue ;  neither  shalt  thou  be  afraid  of  destruction  when  it 
Cometh ;  comp.  Deut.  vii.  18,  "  Thou  shalt  not  be  afraid  of  them." 
Deut.  XX.  1,  ''and  seest  horses  and  chariots  and  a  people  more 
than  thou,  be  not  afiraid  of  them."  Job  v.  25,  Thou  shalt  know 
also  that  thy  seed  shall  be  greats  and  thine  offspring  as  the  grass  of 
the  earth]  comp.  Gen.  i.  11,  "the  herb  yielding  seed;"  Gen. 
XV.  5,  "so  shall  thy  seed  be  ;"  Gen.  xxii.  17,  "in  multiplying  I 
will  multiply  thy  seed  as  the  stars  of  the  heaven,"  etc.  Job  v. 
26,  Thou  shalt  come  to  the  grave  in  a  full  age,  like  as  a  sJwck  of 
corn  Cometh  in  his  season ;  comp.  Gen.  xv.  15,  "  And  thou  shalt 
go  to  thy  fathers  in  peace ;  thou  shalt  be  buried  in  a  good  old 
age ;"  Gen.  xxv.  8,  "Abraham  died  in  a  good  old  age,  an  old 
man  and  full,"  etc. ;  Deut.  xxx.  20,  "  For  he  is  thy  life  and 
the  length  of  thy  days."^ 

The  catalogue  of  passages  in  Job  resembling  others  in  the 
Psalms,  Proverbs,  Istuah,  etc.,  is  similar  to  this  one  relating  to 
the  Pentateuch.  Few  will  suppose  that  they  prove  what  they 
are  adduced  to  shew,  viz.,  that  the  work  coming  through  the 
hands  of  Jethro  to  Moses  (so  Lee  conjectures),  and  augmented 
by  the  latter  with  the  addition  of  the  nrst  two  chapters  and  the 
last,  became  the  great  pattern  of  composition  to  all  future 
writers,  and  was  imitated  in  the  very  terms  and  phraseology 
used.* 

It  is  also  stated  that  Moses  had  great  abilities,  which  were 
carefuUy  developed  by  his  education  at  an  Egyptian  court,  and 
therefore  he  was  competent  to  compose  a  poem  so  artificial. 
His  songs  inserted  in  the  Pentateuch  attest  his  poetical  talents. 
As  he  lived  forty  years  in  Egypt  and  forty  in  Arabia,  he  became 
well  acquainted  with  both  coimtries  and  their  natural  history, 
evidence  of  which  appears  in  the  book.  Moses  had  wood, 
precious  and  common  metals,  and  many  kinds  of  stone  made 
mto  different  sorts  of  work.  He  also  caused  skins  to  be  pre- 
pared, woven,  and  artificially  coloured.  He  commanded  that 
inscriptions  should  be  cut  in  stone.  He  was  familiar  with 
armour,  chariots  of  war,  horsemanship,  wars,  encampments, 
ordinary  field-camps  and  marches,  war  trumpets,  etc.,  such  as 
we  find  in  Job. 

He  was  well  acquainted  with  the  natural  history  of  animals 
and  with  diseases.  He  describes  the  symptoms  and  marks  of 
leprosy.     AH  this  agrees  with  Job. 

The  writer  of  the  book  makes  his  characters  lay  stress  on  the 

>  The  book  of  the  patriarch  Job,  Introduction,  p.  71,  it  seiq. 
»  Ibid,  pp.  70,  71. 
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doctrme  of  the  ancient  world ;  and  Moses  collects  in  Genesis 
the  most  important  doctrines  and  instructive  events  of  antiquity. 

In  Job  the  whole  aim  is  to  inculcate  obedience  to  the  com- 
mands of  God,  and  morality.     In  the  Pentateuch  it  is  the  same. 

The  author  of  the  book  says  nothing  of  Palestine,  nothing  of 
the  far-spread  miracles  which  took  place  before,  at  and  after  the 
exodus  from  Egypt,  nothing  of  the  Mosaic  law,  etc.  He  also 
uses  words  not  in  the  sense  they  received  during  the  legislation. 
He  is  ignorant  of  a  shekel,  and  knows  nothing  but  the  Kesitah. 
All  this  corresponds  to  the  situation  of  the  legislator  before  he 
left  Egypt  for  ever. 

It  will  be  seen  that  most  of  these  considerations  adduced  by 
Jahn^  for  the  Mosaic  authorship,  proceed  on  the  false  assump- 
tion that  the  Pentateuch  was  written  by  Moses  himself. 

Any  combination  of  the  two  opinions  to  which  we  have  re- 
ferred must  be  rejected;  such  as,  that  the  work  having  been 
written  by  Job  or  some  contemporary,  fell  into  Moses's  hands 
while  he  resided  in  Midian,  was  transcribed  by  him,  and  slightly 
altered.  There  is  not  the  slightest  probability  that  Moses  wrote 
the  book  of  Job.  Both  the  poetry  and  the  philosophy  lead  to  a 
later  time.  The  reflective  genius  of  the  poetry,  and  the  daring 
tone  of  the  philosophy,  argue  a  more  recent  period  of  develop- 
ment. The  artificial  character  of  the  strophe,  the  regular 
parallelism  of  members,  and  the  rounded  completeness  in 
form  and  features,  do  not  belong  to  the  infancy  of  the  poetic 
muse.  The  problem  discussed  also  presupposes  a  development 
of  the  religious  consciousness  of  the  nation  beyond  what  the 
age  of  Moses  witnessed.  Reflectiveness  had  not  then  attained 
a  high  stage.  The  law  alone  could  have  been  the  means 
of  awakening  the  deep  views  of  sin,  guilt,  and  punishment 
which  appear  in  the  poem.  Indeed  the  speakers  set  out  from 
the  platform  of  Mosaism,  which  they  cannot  get  beyond.  It  is 
the  leading  doctrine  of  that  very  Mosaism  which  the  philosophic 
poet  struggles  to  break  through,  and  arrive  at  a  clearer  view 
of  the  relation  between  human  suflEering  and  virtue.  Both  the 
execution  and  conception  of  the  poem  carry  it  down  much  later 
than  Moses — ^to  an  age  of  culture,  reflection,  and  refinement, 
when  incipient  and  crude  attempts  in  the  poetical  department 
had  been  left  far  behind.  Lyric  and  gnomic  poetry  had  been 
cultivated.  The  author  was  able  to  give  a  highly  elaborate  and 
finished  form  to  his  work.  He  must  therefore  have  belonged 
to  a  flourishing  epoch,  or  succeeded  a  time  of  mental  excitement 
among  his  people. 

3.  fceil,  Welte,  Havemick,  Hahn,  Oehler,  Hofinann,  Vaihin- 

^  EuDleitang,  vol.  ii.  p.  202  et  seqq. 
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ger,  Delitzscli,  Schlottmann,  after  the  example  of  B.  Nathan 
in  Saba  bathra  (f.  15),  Sota  Jerosalem  (f.  20,  3),  Gregory 
Nazianz.,  Luther,  and  Doederlein,  refer  the  poem  to  the  flourish- 
ing period  of  Hebrew  poetry  or  the  age  of  Solomon.  Indeed 
GregoiT  and  Calmet  suppose  Solomon  himself  to  have  been 
the  author.  In  favour  of  this  have  been  alleged  the  following 
particulars : — 

(a)  The  relation  between  Prov.  i.-ix.  and  the  book.  Here  are 
various  coincidences  shewing  contemporaneousness  of  composi- 
tion. The  description  of  Wisdom,  the  representation  of  Sheol, 
together  with  di£Perent  proverbs  and  numerous  expressions 
agree.  Thus  Job  v.  17  and  Prov.  iii.  11 ;  Job  xv.  7  and  Prov. 
viii.  25 ;  Job.  xxviii.  18  and  Prov.  iii.  15,  strikingly  resemble  one 
another.  Criticism  has  now  fixed  the  post-Solomonic  origin  of 
chaps.  i.-ix.  They  fall  in  the  period  between  Solomon  and 
Hezekiah.  If  so,  it  cannot  be  inferred  from  them  that  Job  was 
written  by  one  of  the  wise  men  belonging  to  Solomon's  court. 

It  appears  to  us  that  the  priority  does  not  belong  to  the  book 
of  Job,  but  to  these  chapters  of  the  Proverbs.  TLt  is  said  indeed, 
that  the  doctrine  of  the  divine  wisdom  is  more  developed  in  the  J  / , ».  ^  ^  ^^ 
latter  them  in  the  former ;  but  we  cannot  attach  any  weight  to 
the  circumstance  that  the  one  speaks  more  at  length  of  wisdom 
than  the  other.  The  nature  of  the  two  works  produces  the  dif- 
ference. Other  coincidences  between  Job  and  Proverbs  should 
be  attributed  to  the  priority  of  Proverbs,  as  far  as  any  imitation 
of  the  one  by  the  other  can  he  discovered,  as  Job  xxi.  17  and  Prov. 
xiii.  9  ;  xx.  20.     Peculiar  words  and  ideas  common  to  both  are 

D/S?  Prov.  viL  18  and  Job  xx.  18;  xxxix.  13.  nivSHO 
Job  xxxvii.  12  and  Prov.  i.  5;  xi.  14;  xx.  18;  xxiv.  6.  TlJ 
Job  XXX.  24 ;  xxxi.  29 ;  Prov.  xxiv.  22.  Ttf ^3  KJT  to  be 
crushed  in  the  gate,  as  a  judicial  formula,  Job  v.  4 ;  Prov.  xxii. 
22.  To  drink  iniquity  like  water,  Job  xv.  16 ;  xxxiv.  7 ;  Prov. 
xxvi.  6.  p*^3St  Job  xxvi.  6  ;  xxviii.  22 ;  Prov.  xv.  11  ;  xxvii. 
20  (Ps.  Ixxxviii.  12).  njj}^  Job  V.  12  ;  vi.  13 ;  Prov.  ii.  12 ; 
iii.  21 ;  viii.  14 ;  xviii.  1  (also  in  Micah  vL  9 ;  Is.  xxviii.  29). 
The  two  psalms  Ixxxviii.  and  Ixxxix.  are  closely  allied  in  ideas 

and  expressions  to  our  book.      Thus  D^ISHp  is  applied  to  angels. 

Job  V.  1 ;  XV.  15 ;  Ps.  Ixxxix.  6,  8 ;  also  in  Zech.  xiv.  6. 
D^t^^^l  the  shades  or  manes,  Prov.  ii.  18 ;  ix.  18 ;  xxi.  16 ;  Job 
xxvi.  5 ;  but  also  in  Isaiah.  D^D^t  terrors,  Ps.  Ixxxviii.  16 ;  Prov. 
XX.  2  ;  Job.  XX.  25.  D^J^WS  terrors,  Ps.  Ixxxviii.  17 ;  Job  vi.  4. 
Comp.  also  both  in  idea  and  expression  Ps.  Ixxxix.  38  with  Job 
xvi.  19 ;  Ps.  Ixxxix.  48  with  Job  vii.  7 ;  Ps.  Ixxxix.  49  with  Job 
xiv.  14 ;  Ps.  Ixxxviii.  5  with  Job  xiv.  10  ;  Ps.  Ixxxviii.  9  with 
VOL.  n.  13 
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Job  XXX.  10 ;  Ps.  Ixxxix.  8  with  Job  xxxi.  34.      The  authors  of 

Ps.  Ixxxyiii.  and  Ixxxix.  are  said  to  be  the  Ezrahites,  Heman 

and  Ethan  ;  and  they  are  made  contemporaries  of  Solomon  by 

assuming  them  to  be  different  persons  (1  Kings  y.  11)  from 

David's  music  masters  of  the  same  name;  which  is  a  very 

improbable  supposition.     It   can  hardly  be  thought  that  the 

relationship  between  the  Psalms  and  Job  was  accidental.     It  is 

also  clear,  that  the  thirty-ninth  Psalm  has  various  points  of 

contact  with  Job ;  especially  the  thirteenth  verse  of  it,  because 

the  very  words  and  phrases  of  that  verse  occur  in  different  parts 

of  Job,  as  vii.  19 ;  xiv.  6 ;  x.  20,  21  ;  vii.  8,  21.      Compare  also 

the  sentiment  expressed  in  xxxix.  5  with  Job  vi.  8-12  ;  vii.  7 ; 

xiv.  13 ;  xvi.  21,  22.      There  is  much  imcertainty  respecting 

,  .)     I  the  alleged  contemporaneousness  of  the  book  of  Job  with  the 

}  '  fM>U-i        Solomonic  age  derived  from  correspondences  in  the  Psalms 

^  -V  referred  to  and  in  Job ;  because  the  authorship  of  the  former  is 

[ '  uncertain.     We  are  inclined  to  think,  that  the  writer  of  Job 

may  have  seen  the  Psalms  in  question.  If  not,  similarity  of 
conception  and  philosophy  in  both,  may  be  owing  to  the  nature 
of  the  Jewish  religion,  which  did  not  partake  of  much  develop- 
ment. When  their  writers  touched  upon  kindred  topics,  they 
naturally  expressed  their  ideas  alike.     In  order  to  establish  con- 

i^'^temporaneousness  of  origin,  accordance  of  sentiments  and  of 

V  occasional  words  is  insufficient. 

(6)  There  is  a  fullness  of  novel  views  and  images  drawn  from 
nature  which  was  first  suggested  to  the  Israelites  by  the  com- 
merce of  the  time.  Thus  remarkable  animals  are  noticed  and 
described — the  river  horse,  crocodile,  ostrich,  etc.  Precious 
stones  and  metals  are  likewise  alluded  to  as  if  they  were  fami- 
liar ;  gold  of  Ophir,  pearls,  corals,  etc.  Surely  this  argument 
does  not  prove  the  book  to  have  been  written  in  the  time  of 
Solomon,  but  only  that  it  did  not  precede  it.  It  may  still 
have  followed  at  a  considerable  interval. 

{e)  Some  later  psalms  contain  reminiscences  from  Job,  as  cii., 
civ.,  cvii.,  cxlvii.  The  use  of  the  book  may  also  be  detected  in 
Iviii.  9  from  Job  iii.  16 ;  IviiL  10  from  Job  xxii.  9 ;  Ps.  ciii. 
16,  16  from  Job  vii.  10  ;  xiv.  2.  There  is  an  indistinctness  in 
these  alleged  reminiscences  which  makes  them  uncertain.  In 
any  case  they  are  of  no  validity  in  confirming  the  assignment  of 
Job's  origin  to  the  Solomonic  age.  SeverS  psalms  belonging 
to  the  time  of  the  exile  may  probably  present  reminiscences  out 
of  the  book  of  Job ;  and  so  fix  its  prior  composition. 

(d)  Allusions  to  the  book  have  been  detected  in  Isaiah  and 
Amos ;  as  Is.  xix.  S  compared  with  Job  xiv.  11  ;  Is.  xix.  13,  14 
compared  with  Job  xii.  24,  25 ;  Is.  Kx.  4  with  Job  xv.  35. 
Amos  iv.  13  refers  to  Job  ix.  8 ;  Amos  v.  8  to  Job  ix.  9  and 
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xxxviii.  31 ;  Amos  ix.  6  to  Job  xii.  15.  Here  Is.  xix.  5  agrees 
almost  yerbally  with  Job  xiv.  11,  but  the  former  is  the  ori^nal. 
In  like  mamier  xii.  24,  25  is  the  foimdation  of  Is.  xix.  13.  JBoth 
these  places  in  Isaiah  and  those  in  Amos  were  in  the  mind  of 
the  writer  of  Job.  The  prophets  in  question  were  used  by  the 
later  poet ;  not  vice  versd,  as  Schlottmaim  thinks.^ 

(e)  In  the  prologue,  the  Chaldeans  appear  as  a  people  living 
by  plunder.     But  they  did  not  present  themselves  among  the     ^\ 
Hebrews  in  that  character  before  the  epoch  of  Hosea  king  of(^ 
Judah,  and  Menahem  king  of  Israel,  i.e.,  about  770  b.c.,  about 
the  time  of  Amos  and  Hosea  the  prophets. 

4.  Kenan  places  the  poem  in  the  first  half  of  the  eighth 
century.  This  is  too  early.  The  language  is  not  of  a  character 
to  justify  the  date.  It  is  not,  as  he  affirms,  the  most  limpid,  the 
most  compressed,  and  the  most  classical.  Isaiah  and  Amos  were 
both  prior  to  Job,  as  the  passages  already  referred  to  attest. 
Above  all,  the  philosophy  of  the  poem,  discussed  as  it  is  from  so 
high  a  stand-point,  evinces  a  later  time,  when  reflectiveness  had 
reached  another  stage  than  that  which  characterised  the  eighth 
century.* 

5.  The  book  belongs  to  the  beginning  of  the  seventh  century 
before  Christ,  not  earlier.  This  is  the  opinion  of  Ewald,  Heilig- 
stedt,  Magnus,  and  appears  to  us  the  most  probable.  In  favour 
of  it  we  may  adduce : — 

(a)  Passages  shewing  that  foreigners  had  already  penetrated 
into  the  country,  depriving  the  Israelites  in  part  of  the  ter- 
ritory  which  belonged  to  them  as  the  possession  promised  to  the 
Others ;  and  that  persons  who  retained  the  wisdom  of  the  fathers 
in  its  purity  were  seldom  to  be  met  with.  Thus  ix.  24  "  the 
land  is  given  into  the  hand  of  the  oppressor :  he  covereth  the 
faces  of  the  judges  thereof,"  etc. ;  xii.  6,  '^  the  tabernacles  of 
robbers  prosper ;  and  they  that  provoke  God  are  secure,"  ete. ; 
XV.  18,  ete.,  "  which  wise  men  have  told  from  their  &thers  and 
have  not  hid  it.  Unto  whom  alone  the  earth  was  given,  and  no 
stranger  passed  amon?  them,"  ete.  The  times  were  degenerate. 
The  power  of  the  nation  was  broken.  Misfortunes  had  existed 
for  a  considerable  period.  The  pious  were  dispirited  by  the 
gloomy  aspect  of  afiairs.  They  were  oppressed  by  calamities, 
and  witnessed  with  sorrow  corrupt  morals  and  perverted  justice. 
Hence  such  questions  as,  '^  Wherefore  do  the  wicked  liv^, 
become  old,  yea  are  mighty  in  power"  (xxi.  7),  and,  "Where- 
fore are  not  evil  times  hoarded  up  by  the  Almighty,  and  where- 
fore do  his  worshippers  not  behold  his  days  of  judgment,"  ete. 
(xxiv.  1) ;  and  descriptions  like,  "  He  increaseth  the  nations  and 

>  Das  Biicli  Hiob  verdeutscht  und  erl'autert.  Einleitaiig)  p.  109. 

>  Le  livre  de  Job  traduit  de  VHebreu,  Stude  but  le  poeme  de  Job,  p.  zli. 
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destroyeth  them :  lie  enlargeth  the  nations  and  straiteneth  them 
again.  He  taketh  away  the  heart  of  the  chief  of  the  people  of 
the  earth,  and  causeth  them  to  wander  in  a  wilderness  where 
there  is  no  way.  They  grope  in  the  dark  without  light,  and  he 
maketh  them  to  stagger  hke  a  drunken  man ''  (xii.  23-25),  betray 
a  disordered  state  of  the  nation,  and  point  to  the  final  history  of 
Judah.  The  experience  of  the  writer's  own  life  is  pourtrayed, 
in  connection  with  the  sorrows  of  his  countrymen. 

(b)  Jeremiah,  whose  prophecies  are  characterised  by  much 
imitation,  presupposes  the  existence  of  our  book.  Thus  xx.  14-18 
we  read :  "  Cursed  be  the  day  wherein  I  was  bom  :  let  not  the 
day  wherein  my  mother  bare  me  be  blessed.  Cursed  be  the  man 
who  brought  tidings  to  my  father,  sayinff,  A  man  child  is  bom 
unto  thee ;  making  him  very  glad.  And  let  that  man  be  as  the 
cities  which  the  Lord  overthrew  and  repented  not :  and  let  him 
hear  the  cry  in  the  morning  and  the  shouting  at  noontide ; 
because  he  slew  me  not  from  the  womb ;  or  that  my  mother 
might  have  been  my  grave,  and  her  womb  to  be  always  great 
with  me,"  etc.  etc.,  comp.  Job  iii.  3-10.  Jer.  xvii.  1,  "  The 
sin  of  Judah  is  written  with  a  pen  of  iron  and  with  the  point  of 
a  diamond  :  it  is  graven  upon  the  table  of  their  heart,  and  upon 
the  horns  of  your  altars,"  compare  Job  xix.  24.  Jer.  xx.  7,  8, 
''  0  Lord  thou  hast  deceived  me  and  I  was  deceived :  thou  art 
stronger  than  I  and  hast  prevailed:  I  am  in  derision  daily, 
every  one  mocketh  me.  For  since  I  spake  I  cried  out,  I  cried 
violence  and  spoil ;  because  the  word  of  the  Lord  was  made  a 
reproach  unto  me,  and  a  derision,  daily,"  comp.  Job  xii.  4,  xix. 
7.  Lam.  ii.  16,  "All  thine  enemies  have  opened  their  mouth 
against  me  :  they  hiss  and  gnash  the  teeth :  they  say,  We  have 
swallowed  her  up :  certainly  this  is  the  dav  that  we  looked  for  ; 
we  have  found,  we  have  seen  it,"  comp.  Job  xvi.  9,  10,  xxvii. 
23.  Lam.  iii.  7-9,  "  He  hath  hedged  me  about  that  I  cannot 
get  out :  he  hath  made  my  chain  heavy.  Also  when  I  cry  and 
shout,  he  shutteth  out  mv  prayer.  He  hath  enclosed  my  ways 
with  hewn  stone,  he  hath  made  my  paths  crooked,"  comp.  Job 
xix.  7,  8.  Lam.  iii.  14,  "  I  was  a  derision  to  all  my  people ; 
and  their  song  all  the  day,"  comp.  Job  xxx.  9.  Lam.  iii.  15, 
"  He  hath  filled  me  with  bitterness,  he  hath  made  me  drunken 
with  wormwood,"  comp.  Job  ix.  18.^  In  Job  xxi.  19  the  state- 
ment is  combated  that  if  the  godless  himself  does  not  receive  the 
punishment  due  to  his  deeds,  his  children  must  pay  the  penalty ; 
and  the  idea  is  first  expressed  that  the  wicked  himself  should 
buffer  for  his  own  sins,  and  not  the  son  for  the  father.  Accord- 
ingly Jeremiah  founds  a  promise  on  the  idea,  viz.,  that  every  one 

1  Comp.  Kueper,  JeremiaB  S.  S.  interpres.  p.  164  et  seqq. 
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shall  bear  his  own  iniquily  (xxxi.  29,  30) ;  and  Ezek.  xTiii.  1 
pronounces  the  doctrine,  nitiierto  current,  erroneous  and  anti- 
quated. 

(c)  The  general  character  of  the  language  agrees  best  with 
this  time.  It  bears  a  few  marks  of  decay,  like  that  of  the  later, 
not  the  exile  books. 

(d)  The  position  which  the  poem  occupies  in  the  religious 
development  of  the  Hebrew  people  points  to  the  same  period. 
The  subject  of  it  was  not  new.  It  had  already  entered  into  the 
speculative  mind  of  the  Hebrews,  and  received  discussion.  We 
know  from  earlier  Scriptures  how  it  had  been  treated.  Prior 
theological  speculation  respecting  theodicy  may  be  seen  in 
various  psalms.  Here  the  idea  of  the  book  appears  in  a  farther 
state  of  development.  It  is  advanced  another  stage  in  harmony 
with  the  still  later  period  of  the  nation  and  its  increasing  dis- 
asters. It  is  directly  opposed  to  fact  to  affirm  that  Job  bdongs 
to  a  school  of  thougnt  prevalent  at  the  era  of  David  and  Solo- 
mon. The  allusions  and  affinities  of  the  book  are  indeed  partly 
made  to  the  productions  of  this  period;  but  they  are  slight 
things  in  the  discussion  of  the  problem  itself.  The  development 
of  the  problem  is  beyond  anything  in  the  Proverbs,  Psalms,  or 
earlier  prophets  ;  and  instead  of  being  inconsistent  with  a  later 
time  than  Solomon's  plainly  requires  it.* 

We  have  thus  fixed  upon  the  be^nninip  of  the  seventh 
century  b.c.  an  the  meet  pXble  tiine  of  comiodtion. 

6.  Others  think  that  the  work  was  composed  during  or  after 
the  exile.  Le  Clerc,  Qrotius,  Warburton,  Gesenius,  Bernstein, 
Knobel,  Hartmann,  Yatke,  and  others  advocate  this;  the  two 
last-mentioned  critics  reducing  it  even  to  the  fifth  century, 
which  is  totally  incorrect.     In  favour  of  it  are  alleged : — 

(a)  The  Aramaeisms,  which  are  collected  in  great  numbers  by 
Bernstein.*  Sut  the  Ust  shoidd  be  sifted,  because  the  majority  of 
forms  and  expressions  so  designated  are  peculiarities  of  the 
poetical  style,  which  frequently  employs  a  foreign  mode  of  ut- 
terance  by  way  of  ornament ;  and  is  compelled  by  the  parallelism 
of  ideas  to  invade  the  domain  of  the  Aramaean  dialect.  Were 
more  poems  of  the  same  length  extant,  the  proportion  of  such 
foreign  pecuUarities  of  speech  would  not  appear  so  great  or 
remarkable.  In  poetrv  the  differences  of  dmlect  are  not  so 
marked  as  in  prose.  Grenuine  Aramaeisms  are,  the  orthography 
of  jIB^T  viu.  8 ;  H55  XX.  26 ;  xxxiii.  17 ;  see  Daniel  iv.  34 ; 
D1KD  xxxi.  7 ;  Daniel  i.  4 ;  5|K33  ^^^^^^'  ^ ;  D^  xxxix.  9 ;  |^H  xli. 

4 ;  the  use  of  7  to  denote  the  accusativoi  v.  2 ;  xxL  22 ;  of  v{^ 

^  Comp.  Stahdin  Specielle  Einleitonff,  p.  443  et  Beqq. 

*  Veher  daa  Buch  Hiob,  in  Koil  and  Tzacfaimer's  Analeoia,  I.  8,  p.  109  et  seqq. 
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for  h^  Mil.  2 ;  xxxi.  5,  9 ;   '?3p  ii.  10 ;   nfe^'  for  Tg^  xxiv.  9 ; 
y*^^  xxi.  28  in  a  bad  sense,  synonymous  with  J^T.    VfiH  in 

^  the  sense  of  business,  employment,  xxi.  21 ;  xxii.  3  ;  see  Ecel.  iii. 
1 ;  V.  7 ;  viii.  6 ;  li[^  to  decide,  xxii.  28 ;  comp.  Esther  ii.  1 ; 
Tntsi  to  shut,  xxvi.  9 ;  comp.  Neh.  yii.  3.  Such  is  a  list  of  the 
Aramaeisms  used  by  Job.  They  are  wholly  insufficient  to  proye 
the  exile  or  post-exile  origin  of  the  work.  As  well  might  Ara- 
bisms  be  collected  to  prove  the  Arabic  original  of  the  poem. 
This  indeed  was  once  done.  The  alleged  Arabisms  are  now 
justly  discarded.  And  there  are  no  more  Aramaeisms  than  avail 
to  prove  the  deffeneracy  of  the  language — a  degeneracy  pro- 
duced, among  other  things,  by  foreign  influences.  Only  ignor- 
ance can  assert  that  they  all  characterise  the  antique  and  highly 
poetic  style. 

(b)  The  spirit  in  which  the  book  is  conceived  favours  the 
time  of  the  captivity.  "  A  pious  Israelite,"  says  Umbreit,  "  in 
the  land  of  the  enemy,  mourning  under  the  willows  of  the 
Euphrates  on  which  he  hung  the  harps  of  his  native  minstrelsy, 
feels  in  his  manly  bosom  all  the  agony  of  unmerited  affliction. 
But  he  does  not  belong  to  the  class  of  those  who,  like  David  and 
Asaph,  can  breathe  forth  their  sorrows  in  soft  elegiac  measure ; 
and  still  less  does  he  resemble  that  highest  and  holiest  One 
of  all,  who  in  mute  submission  opened  not  his  mouth  except 
to  pray  for  his  persecutors.  The  feelings  of  his  severe  and 
lofty  mind  find  more  natural  utterance  in  the  strains  of  phi- 
losophic poetry,  in  which  he  perpetuates  his  patriotic  grief."* 
These  very  lust  remarks  are  as  applicable  to  the  state  of  Judah 
not  long  before  the  captivity  as  after  it.  They  suit  a  pious  poet 
in  the  one  period  of  his  country's  history  as  well  as  the  otheiw 

(o)  The  poem  is  supposed  to  have  a  national  reference  and 
tendency.  Warburton  thought  that  under  the  type  of  Job,  the 
writer  meant  to  describe  the  sufPering  Jewish  nation.^  But 
this  hypothesis  is  justly  exploded,  because  irreconcilable  with 
the  hero's  strongly  asserted  innocence.  Yet  we  are  not  disposed 
to  deny  all  such  national  reference.  While  the  individuality  of 
the  writer  as  well  as  of  Job  himself  must  be  maintained,  the  suf- 
ferings of  his  countrymen  afiected  the  author's  mind.  There  is 
a  disheartening  view  of  human  life,  which  probably  originated 
in  the  time  of  suffering.  But  that  time  need  not  have  been 
the  very  time  of  exile.  A  period  of  national  depression  and 
degeneracy,  such  as  Judah  had  at  the  beginning  of  the  seventh 
century,  harmonises  better  with  the  poem  than  the  captivity 
itself.     It  is  a  mere  assumption  when  Umbreit  says,  that  the 

^  A  new  yerrion  of  the  book  of  Job,  translated  by  Grey,  vol.  i.  Introd.  pp.  38,  39. 
3  Divine  Legation  of  Moees ;  Works,  toI.  t.  p.  67. 
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end,  in  which  compensation  is  announced  to  the  innocent  for 
their  suffering,  was  added  by  the  author  after  Cyrus  had  in- 
spired the  Hebrews  with  the  hope  of  a  return  from  captivity.^ 

(d)  The  ideas  of  the  book  respecting  Satan  and  angels  are 
thought  to  be  of  late  origin.  Many  critics  have  supposed  that 
the  Hebrew  doctrine  of  Satan  is  of  Chaldaic-Persic  ori^n.  The 
mali^ant  spirit  so  called,  was  deriyed  from  the  Babylonians  at 
the  time  of  the  captivity.  Others  have  tried  to  shew,  that  the 
prince  of  darkness  in  the  oriental  mytholosy  was  not  transferred 
to  the  Jews  at  that  period.  The  question  is  a  yeiy  difficult  one. 
We  are  disposed  to  believe,  that  the  introduction  of  such  a 
personification  belongs  to  a  time  prior  to  the  captivity.  As  to 
the  notions  of  angels  presented  in  the  book  before  us,  it  is 
certainly  true  that  they  are  late ;  but  it  cannot  be  shewn  that 
they  are  so  late  as  the  captivity.  The  point  is,  Were  the 
representations  of  Satan  and  angels  here  given,  of  foreign 
origin,  and  borrowed  from  the  Chaldeans  or  Persians  not  sooner 
than  the  time  of  the  exile  ?  Their  foreign  birth  at  that  era  has 
not  been  proved.  Indeed  the  foreign  birth  of  the  conception 
of  angeh  may  be  questioned.  We  mow  no  reason  for  denying 
the  purely  Semitic  origin  of  the  eona  of  God,  in  which  concep- 
tion angels  are  here  included.  And  we  are  willing  to  admit, 
that  the  Satan  of  the  book  is  not  the  Ahriman  of  Avesta ;  be- 
cause he  is  not  the  genius  of  evil  existing  and  acting  by  himself. 
The  idea  of  Satan  was  not  so  far  developed  under  Eastern 
Asiatic  influences  till  the  captivity.  In  Job  it  appears  in  an 
incipient  state,  having  been  recently  transferred  from  the  East. 

The  works  belonging  to  the  post-exile  period  have  a  very 
different  character  from  Job.  They  breathe  another  spirit, 
and  exhibit  a  rigid  Mosaism.  Judaism  had  then  lost  its  liberty 
and  flexibility.  It  had  become  severe  and  ceremonial.  Such 
bold  apostrophes  and  vehement  protestations  of  innocence  as  are 
put  into  Job's  mouth  were  totally  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the 
period;  and  would  have  appeared  blasphemous  in  the  eyes  of 
the  pious.  The  taste  for  tneophanies,  like  those  found  in  the 
poem,  had  disappeared.  The  breath  of  original  inspiration  had 
forsaken  the  nation. 

The  style  and  language  are  too  pure  for  the  captivity- time. 
Aramaeism  is  not  impressed  on  them.  The  decay  of  the  diction 
is  not  very  perceptible,  except  in  Elihu's  discourses.  It  cer- 
tainly is  perceptible,  though  in  its  incipient  state.  Tet  all  the 
quahties  of  ancient  style  are  found,  such  as  conciseness,  energy, 
tendency  to  enigma,  numerous  difficulties,  and  absence  of  clear- 
ness.    Umbreit  says,  that  the  individual  taste  of  the  poet  led 

1  Vernon  of  the  book  of  Job,  toI.  i.  p.  39. 
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him  to  employ  antique  forms  of  Bpeecli ;  and  that  he  was 
anxious  to  preserve  the  purity  of  the  language.  We  greatly 
doubt  if  any  author  of  the  exile  time  could  have  done  so  in  the 
same  degree. 

General  assertions  respecting  the  time  of  its  composition, 
as  those  of  Carey  and  others,  "  whether  Job  himself  was  the 
Qompiler  of  the  book,  and  when  and  by  whom  it  was  introduced 
into  the  canon  of  Scripture,  whether  by  Moses  after  his  sojourn 
in  Midian,  or  by  David  after  his  victories  over  the  Edomites,  are 
questions  about  which  I  conceive  it  to  be  impoesible  to  arrive  at 
any  satisfactory  conclusion;"^ — such  assertions  betray  nothing 
else  than  want  of  perception  in  ascertaining  the  true  date. 
Satisfactory  evidence  shews,  that  the  time  we  have  assigned  is 
pretty  near  the  truth.  If  perfunctory  critics  undertake  to  write 
on  the  book,  it  is  not  surprising  mat  they  either  go  astray, 
or  lose  themselves  in  generalities  lest  they  do  so.  Those  there- 
fore who  speak  about  the  possibility  of  only  guessing  the  time 
when  the  poem  was  written,  convey  a  false  impression  of  the 
case.  It  was  certainly  later  than  Solomon,  and  as  certainly 
earlier  than  the  exile.  Between  these  limits  true  criticism  will 
soon  fix  the  proper  date,  to  half  a  century. 

VIII.  TJNrrY  AND  iNTEGRnr. — Although  the  work  presents 
the  appearance  of  a  complete  and  finished  whole,  it  nas  not 
been  allowed  to  retain  its  well-roimded  form  intact.  The  edge 
of  criticism  has  cut  into  it,  in  order  to  shew  its  partial  disunity. 
This  arises  in  part  from  inattention  to  the  different  ideas  of  the 
orientals  and  us  respecting  composition.  They  had  not  the 
same  regard  for  logical  sequence  and  perfect  symmetry  as 
modem  writers  in  the  West.  Where  we  discover  defects  of 
sequence  that  mar  the  perfection  of  a  work,  they  were  not  con- 
cerned to  avoid  incongruities  and  interruptions.  There  is  there- 
fore a  danger  of  transferrins;  our  ideas  to  them,  and  so  judging 
by  a  false  standard.  Criticism  has  been  less  timid  on  this  point 
than  it  ought  to  have  been. 

I.  Some  have  disputed  the  genuineness  of  the  prologue  and 
epilogue,  as  B.  Simon,  A.  Schultens,  Hasse,  Stuhlmann,  Bern- 
stein, Knobel,  Magnus ;  Heiligstedt  in  part  (Prologue  i.  6-12 ; 
ii  1-7). 

(n)  It  has  been  objected  to  these  pieces,  embracing  chaps, 
i.,  ii.,  xlii.  7-17,  that  they  are  in  prose,  while  the  rest  of  the 
work  is  in  poetry ;  and  that  the  name  of  Jehovah  occurs  in  them, 

while  He  is  termed  Tfet,  Hlyftt  or  ^"^g^  in  the  poem  itself.  To 
this  it  may  be  replied,  that  the  narrative  requires  prose,  because 
there  is  no  rythmical  narration  to  be  found  in  Hebrew.    Prose 

^  The  book  of  Job,  translated,  explained,  and  illustrated.  Dissert,  i?. 
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is  the  constant  Tehicle  of  a  narrative.  It  is  apparent  that  the 
poetical  element  is  in  the  prologue  because  the  heavenly  scene 
depicted  is  the  creation  of  a  rich  imagination.  The  names  of 
Deity  are  designedly  chosen,  and  adapted  both  to  the  persons 
using  them  and  the  scene  of  the  drama.  The  writer  himself,  as 
an  Israelite,  employs  the  genuine  theocratic  name  Jehovah, 
where  he  speaks  in  his  own  person.  Hence  this  appellation 
appears,  not  only  in  the  prologue  and  epilogue,  but  in  xxxviii. 
I ;  xl.  I,  3^  6;  xlii.  1.  But  where  Job  and  his  friends  are 
introduced  as  speaking,  they  cannot  with  propriety  use  Jehovah 
because  they  belonged  to  the  patriarchal  time  when  that  appel- 
lation was  unknown.  Hence  we  find  them  using  the  old  name 
JEl  or  Eloah^  and  Shaddai.  The  only  exceptions  to  this  are  i.  31 
in  the  prologue,  where  Job  speaks  and  has  T\*)7\\ ;  and  in  xii.  9, 

xxviii.  28,  where  the  writer  betrays  his  nation." 

{b)  In  both  great  stress  is  laid  on  sacrifices ;  whereas  in  the 
poem  itself  everything  theocratic  is  avoided.  But  surely  sacri- 
fices were  frequent  in  the  patriarchal  time,  to  which  the  hero  of 
the  book  belongs. 

(c)  The  prologue  and  epUogue  disa^ee,  in  some  respects, 
with  various  phenomena  in  the  poem  itself;  as  that  Job  is  a 
model  of  patience,  all  his  words  being  full  of  humble  submission 
to  the  Divine  wUl,  and  his  misfortunes  having  no  power  to 
wrest  a  blasphemous  expression  from  his  Ups ;  while  as  soon  as 
he  begins  to  speak  in  verse,  his  language  becomes  arrogant, 
defiant,  and  almost  impious.  Hence  it  is  thought  that  the 
prologue  appeared  at  an  epoch  devoted  to  the  worship  of  Je- 
hovah ;  whereas  the  poem  implies  very  great  religious  freedom. 
In  the  epilogue  he  is  pronounced  righteous  in  opposition  to  the 
three  friends ;  but  in  the  work  itself,  he  charges  the  Almighty 
with  injustice.  Gk>d  there  approves  of  Job,  and  acknowledges 
that  he  has  spoken  well  of  Hun ;  whereas  in  the  poem  He  cen- 
sures him  severely,  and  taxes  him  with  folly.  The  idea  of  the 
poem  is  also  said  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  epilogue,  because 
the  latter  holds  forth  the  doctrine  of  divine  retribution,  asserting 
the  invariable  connection  between  virtue  and  prosperity,  crime 
and  misfortune,  and  giving  Job  a  double  recompence  for  his 
sufferings  ;  whereas  the  poet's  object  is  to  oppose  this  doctrine. 
Job's  children  also  are  supposed  to  be  aUve,  in  different  parts 
of  the  work,  while  in  the  prologue  they  perish. 

These  statements  are  based  on  partial  misapprehension  of  the 
work.  The  piety  of  Job  is  prominent  throughout.  He  had 
spoken  concerning  God  what  was  well-founded,  viz.,  that  though 
his  sufferings  were  inflicted  by  God  thev  were  unmerited.  But 
amid  increasing  pain  and  struggling  doubts  he  is  tempted  to 
give  utterance  to  a  few  hasty  expressions,  for  which  he  is  after- 
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wards  sorry.  An  occasional  word  wrung  from  him  by  pain 
should  not  be  regarded  as  the  index  of  nis  usual  disposition. 
In  xix.  17,  where  Job's  children  are  supposed  to  be  ahve,  con- 
trary to  the  prologue,  the  right  interpretation  appears  to  be, 
''  My  wife  is  weary  of  my  complaining,  and  the  children  (grand- 
children) of  my  liody  are  sick  of  my  sorrowing."  This  is  pre- 
ferable to  the  meaning  of  ^^tjS  ^])^  which  makes  it  my  brethren; 
though  the  latter  is  adopted  by  Stuhlmann,  Gesenius,  TTmbreit, 
and  Winer ;  because  brethren  were  already  mentioned  (ver.  13), 
and  a  wife  is  better  associated  with  the  mention  of  children  than 
brothers.  In  xxxi.  8,  the  word  D^t^!^^  signifies  what  Job  had 
planted,  not  his  children.  Both  prologue  and  epilogue  seem 
necessary  to  the  completeness  of  the  work,  and  inseparable  from 
it ;  because  the  former  intimates  the  nature  of  the  problem  which 
the  author  is  about  to  discuss  by  shewing  the  cause  of  JoVs  trial ; 
while  the  absence  of  the  latter  would  leave  the  reader  in  the 
dark  as  to  JoVs  fate.^ 

2.  Another  piece  which  has  been  called  in  question  is  chaps, 
xxvii.  7-xxviii.  28.  Kennicott  perceiving  the  apparent  contra- 
diction between  Job's  admissions  in  xxvii.  13-23,  that  there  is  a 
divine  retribution  in  this  world,  and  his  former  assertions  in 
xii.  6,  xxi.,  xxiv.  22,  etc.,  respecting  the  continued,  unbroken 
prosperity  of  the  wicked,  and  unable  to  solve  it,  assigned  xxvii. 
13-23  to  Zophar,  who  had  only  spoken  twice  before,  not  three 
times  like  the  other  friends.  In  this  conjecture  he  was  followed 
by  Eichhom  and  Bertholdt.*  So  Stuhlmann  makes  Zophar's 
speech  begin  at  the  eleventh  verse,  and  attributes  chap,  xxviii. 
to  Bildad.'  Bernstein  declared  the  whole  xxvii.  7-xxviii.  8,  to 
be  a  later  addition  ;*  while  Knobel  regarded  the  twenty-eighth 
chapter  alone  as  spurious.^  Eichhom  and  Boeckel  imagined  that 
although  ver.  13-23  belong  to  Job,  he  does  not  express  his  own 
sentiments  ia  them  but  simply  sums  up  those  of  his  friends. 
The  incongruity  which  has  led  so  many  critics  to  question  the 
genuineness  of  the  two  chapters  in  whole  or  in  part,  arises  from 
misapprehending  the  true  scope  and  meaning  of  their  contents. 
Job  had  formerly  argued  that  evil-doers  often  prospered  in  this 
life  in  opposition  to  the  favourite  doctrine  of  his  friends  who 
maintained  the  invariable  connection  between  sin  and  misfor- 
tune, virtue  and  prosperity,  and  taunted  him  accordingly  with 
his  calamities  as  a  proof  of  guilt.  Having  reduced  them  to 
silence  by  this  defensive  process  he  can  now  calmly  allow  the 

^  See  BIeek'8  Einleitung,  pp,  654,  665, 
2  Dissertatio  genenUlB,  ed.  ^runs,  p.  639. 

*  Uebersetzunff  des  Buches  Hiob,  p.  76  et  Beqq. 

*  In  Keil  and  Tzachirner's  Analecta,  p.  133  et  seqq. 

»  De  cannine  Jobi  argum.  fin.  et  diBpodtione,  etc.  p.  27  et  seqq. 
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truth  of  his  Mends'  favourite  doctrine,  viz.,  that  the  wicked  fall 
into  misfortune,  without  holding  that  every  unprosperous  man 
is  also  wicked.  The  former  may  be  assented  to,  while  the  latter 
is  denied.  Hence  in  xxvii.  13-23  he  describes  in  strong  colours 
the  fate  of  the  godless  as  his  Mends  had  done,  after  blaming 
them  for  always  applying  the  maxim  to  himself  in  an  illo- 

fical  way:  "all  ye  yourselves  have  rightly  observed"  (ver. 
1),  this  IS  the  concession  :  "  wherefore  then  will  ye  busy  your- 
selves with  vanity?''  this  is  the  opposition  to  their  application  of 
the  doctrine  to  himself.  In  the  twenty-eighth  chapter  he  refers 
them  to  the  unsearchable  depths  of  the  divine  wisdom  and  the 
limitations  of  human  knowledge. 

The  twenty-eiffhth  chapter  cannot,  as  Bernstein  thinks,  have 
proceeded  from  him  who  wrote  Elihu's  discourses,  on  the  sup- 
position that  the  Elihu-portion  was  later  than  the  rest  of  the 
Dook  ;  because  there  is  no  apparent  motive  for  such  an  insertion. 
The  chapter  contains  one  of  the  finest  developments  of  the  poem. 
We  believe  that  nothing  in  the  two  chapters  can  be  probably 
assigned  to  any  other  than  the  author  of  the  poem. 

3.  The  section  xl.  15-xli.  26  containing  descriptions  of  the  hip- 
popotamus and  crocodile  has  been  suspected,  or  rejected  as  spuri- 
ous, by  various  critics.  Eichhom,  Ewald,  Meier,  declare  it 
spurious;  though  Stuhlmann  and  Bernstein  merely  think  xli. 
4-26  a  later  addition  ;  and  Bertholdt^  affirms  that  it  is  not 
in  its  right  place,  but  should  be  immediately  after  xl.  31.  The 
reasons  are  stated  to  be : — 

Its  position.  It  belongs  to  the  second  discourse  of  Jehovah, 
which  has  for  its  object  the  answering  of  Job's  doubts  respecting 
the  rifi;hteousness  of  God ;  whereas  this  description  of  animals 
can.  omy  serve  to  depict  Jehovah's  power,  which  is  the  object  of 
the  first  speech  of  the  Almighty.  It  is  man's  relation  to  the 
problem  oi  the  divine  righteousness,  not  that  of  the  animal 
creation,  which  is  appropriate.  Besides,  the  object  of  Jehovah's 
second  discoiirse  is  completed  by  xl.  6-14 ;  where  the  conclusion 
is  rounded  off  and  clear.  The  discourse  beginning  with  xl.  15, 
etc.,  should  be  shorter  than  the  first,  because  the  present  place  is 
not  suitable  for  an  expansion  of  the  theme,  nor  are  prepara- 
tions made  for  it.  There  is  no  internal  bond  of  connection  be- 
tween it  and  xl.  6-14,  not  even  the  loosest.  An  easy  external 
transition  is  wanting.  Hence  the  piece  should  rather  be  placed 
after  the  thirty-ninth  chapter.  And  there  are  internal  marks 
which  shew  that  it  did  not  proceed  from  the  old  poet  himself. 
We  look  here  in  vain  for  the  flowing,  tender  ease  of  the  de- 
scriptions in  the  thirty-ninth  chapter.     The  portraits  of  the  two 

>  Eioleituiig,  yol.  t.  p.  2164. 
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animals  are  difiusely  drawn,  with  a  tediousness  whicli  strives 
in  vain  after  sharpness  and  compression,  unlike  the  images 
projected  broadly  and  copiously  in  the  thirty-ninth  chapter. 
We  do  not  meet  here  with  the  springing  irony,  or  the  sur- 
prising flight  of  the  figures  in  zxxviii.,  xxxix.  Jehovah  is  almost 
entirely  lost  sight  of.  We  scarcely  recognise  him  even  afar 
oS,  with  the  thimder  of  his  presence  and  speaking  in  majesty. 
Such  passages  as  xl.  15a.,  196.,  xli.  2,  3,  are  but  feeble  attempts 
at  a  divine  down-thundering  discourse,  in  opposition  to  the  clear, 
penetrating  fire  in  xxxviii.,  xxxix. ;  and  therefore  the  whole,  com- 

?ared  with  those  types,  bears  the  obvious  impression  of  imitation, 
he  language  too  deviates  considerably  from  the  older  poem ; 
the  words  and  forms  which  it  has  in  conmion  with  the  latter 
being  imitated  frpm  it.^ 

Here  it  is  incorrectly  assumed  that  the  divine  attributes  of  om- 
nipotence and  righteousness  are  treated  apart  in  the  two  speeches 
of  Jehovah  xxxviii.,  xxxix.,  and  xl.  This  is  not  so.  There  is  not 
so  sharp  a  separation  between  the  objects  of  the  two  discourses 
as  Ewald  assimics.  The  onmipotence  of  God  is  referred  to  in  xl. 
9-14,  immediately  after  Job  is  challenged  respecting  his  right- 
eousness (7  and  8.)  The  difference  of  style  merely  shews  the  art 
of  the  poet  in  giving  an  appropriate  form  to  each  of  his  pictures. 
The  style  is  not  iiiferior  at  times  to  that  of  the  best  passages 
in  the  poem.  Vigour  of  stroke  and  sonorousness  of  parallelism 
remind  the  reader  of  the  same  hand  as  that  which  produced  the 
rest  of  the  work.  Some  connection  too  may  be  traced  between 
xl.  14  and  what  follows.  He  that  feels  himself  tempted  to 
undertake  the  government  of  the  world  in  place  of  God  as  if  he 
could  manage  it  better,  must  first  be  sure  that  he  is  able  to 
master  and  lead  at  his  pleasure  the  monsters  of  the  animal 
world.  Can  Job  do  this  ?  It  is  easy  to  resolve  siaular  expres- 
sions and  forms  into  imitation ;  but  subjective  taste  and  in- 
genuity are  capable  of  converting  proofs  of  the  same  authorship 
into  none.     Comp.  mtT'^SjfB^  xli.  10  with  iii.  9 ;   |^nB^^35 

xh.  26  with  xxviii.  8;"  j5S|*xVili.  15,  16  with  pSJD  xi.  15;  the 
form  i|B^  xli.  25  with  ^S^  xv.  22  ;  7?  r\l^  xl.  30  with  vi.  27  ; 
*13/Pn  xli.  9  with  xxxviii.  30.  It  is  vain  to  look  out  in  every 
part  of  the  poem  for  such  symmetry  and  consistency  as  the 
acuteness  of  criticism  may  now  require.* 

4.  The  only  other  passage  which  has  been  called  in  question  is 
that  containing  the  discourses  of  Elihu,  chaps,  xxxii.-xxxvii. 
Against  their  genuineness  it  has  been  said : — 

1  See  Ewald  in  the  Stndien  und  Kritiken  for  1829,  p.  766  et  seqq. 
*  See  Hirzel'B  Hiob,  pp.  248,  249 ;  and  Umbreit  in  the  Studien  und  Kritiken  for 
1831;  p.  833  et  seqq. 
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,  (a)  Elihu  is  not  mentioned  in  the  prologue  or  epilogue ;  nor  is 
judgment  pronounced  upon  his  speeches,  as  it  is  on  those  of  the 
other  three.  This  is  the  more  remarkable  because  Elihu's 
speeches  rest  on  the  same  ground  as  the  rest,  yiz.,  that  Job 
suffers  for  his  guilt ;  and  therefore  the  same  reproof  should  be 
given  to  them  (xlii.  7). 

(b)  These  discourses  remove  the  connection  between  Job's  last 
discourse  and  that  of  the  Almighty  in  the  thirty-eighth  chapter. 
The  commencement  of  the  latter  necessarily  miplies  that  Job 
had  spoken  immediately  before :  "  who  is  this  that  darkeneth 
counsel  by  words  without  knowledge ; "  and  in  like  manner,  the 
interrupted  close  of  Job's  speech  (xxxi.  40)  can  only  be  ex- 
plained by  assuming  that  he  was  stopped  oy  Jehovah  in  the 
course  of  his  address.  Of  course  the  phrase  "  the  words  of  Job 
are  ended"  (xxxL  40)  are  a  late  addition,  not  being  in  the 
LXX.  or  Vulgate. 

(c)  Not  only  do  they  weaken  the  speech  of  Jehovah  by 
anticipating  in  xxxvi.,  xxxvii.  the  appead  to  the  divine  power 
and  wisdom,  but  they  make  it  superfluous  because  they  give 
the  solution  of  the  problem  in  the  way  of  knowledge ;  while 
Jehovah  demands  unconditional  subjection  to  his  Almighty 
power  and  hidden  wisdom.  Why  should  this  demand  be  made 
if  it  be  known  that  sufferings  are  a  means  of  moral  purifica- 
tion, as  here  represented  (xxxiii.-xxxvi.)  P 

(d)  Elihu  misunderstands  or  perverts  the  language  of  Job 
xxxiv.  9,  XXXV.  3). 

(e)  Elihu  mentions  Job  by  name ;  but  the  three  friends  do  not 
(xxxiii.  1,  31 ;  xxxvii.  14). 

(/)  There  is  a  striking  contrast  between  the  manner  in  which 
Elihu  and  the  three  are  introduced.  Frolbcity  and  drawliug 
characterise  -  the  former's  entrance  upon  the  scene;  the  latter 
are  simply  announced. 

(g)  These  speeches  occupy  an  isolated  position.  Job  does  not 
reply  to  them,  though  he  repels  the  criminations  of  the  three  as 
often  as  they  are  repeated.  He  does  not  defend  himself  against 
Elihu,  who  blames  him  as  well  as  the  rest ;  but  submits  to  the 
charge. 

(A)  The  language  and  style  are  perceptibly  different  from  the 
rest  of  the  book.  The  Aramaean  colouring  is  stronger.  Ex- 
pressions, forms,  and  modes  of  speech  occur,  for  which  others 
are  uniformly  employed  in  the  remainder  ^f  the  poem.  The 
dictionary  of  the  author  is  an  unusual  one.  Not  only  are 
various  words  which  he  seems  to  have  a  liking  for  not  found 
in  the  discourses  of  the  other  speakers ;  they  do  not  appear  in 
other  Hebrew  books.  It  is  true  that  in  a  language  like  the 
Hebrew  every  author  has  a  sort  of  vocabulary  of  his  own — a 
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circle  of  words  wluch  characterises  himself — ^but  there  are  fea- 
tures of  style  that  form  a  decisive  criterion  of  authorship.  In 
like  manner  imitations  appear,  not  only  in  the  whole  section 
xxxvi.  28-xxxYii.  18  founded  upon  ana  suggested  by  the  dis- 
courses of  the  Almighty  in  chaps.  xxxTiii.,  etc.,  but  also  in 
single  ideas  and  expressions. 

These  arguments  are  not  all  alike  vaKd.  Some  of  them  singly 
are  inconsiderable  and  weak.  Together,  however,  they  are  of 
force.  "We  shall  endeavour  to  estimate  them  respectively  ac- 
cording to  their  value. 

1.  We  attach  little  importance  to  the  fact  that  Elihu  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  prologue.  It  does  not  seem  necessary  to  the 
plan  or  symmetry  of  the  poem  that  he  should  be  introduced 
there,  because  he  occupies  a  somewhat  different  position  from 
that  of  Job's  three  friends.  That  he  is  not  noticed  however  in 
the  epilogue  is  strange.  The  other  speakers  are  referred  to  and 
blamed  for  having  spoken  things  not  right.  Why  should  not 
Elihu  have  been  treated  in  the  same  way  ?  It  may  be  thought 
that  he  spake  the  truth,  and  could  not  therefore  have  been 
censured  like  the  rest.  But  did  he  so  P  What  ground  does  he 
take  different  from  those  who  preceded  him  P  Does  he  solve  the 
problem  P  Or  does  the  germ  of  the  solution  lie  in  his  senti- 
ments P  No  adequate  solution  of  it  occurs  in  all  that  he  says. 
He  certainly  carries  it  forward  a  step  towards  solution,  and 
so  far  exceeds  the  previous  speakers.  Yet  he  utters  sentiments 
deserving  reprehension  as  well  as  theirs ;  for  he  regards  Job's 
misfortunes  as  the  result  of  his  iniquity,  though  also  maintaining 
the  position  that  the  misfortunes  of  the  righteous  should  be 
considered  a  mean  for  their  attaining  greater  moral  excellence 
and  purification.  Thus  he  takes  the  same  ground  essentially/  as 
the  rest,  and  ought  not  to  be  unrebuked. 

2.  The  argument  that  the  introduction  of  Jehovah's  discourse 
implies  that  Job  had  just  spoken  is  sound  and  valid,  "  Who  is 
this  that  deu'keneth  counsel  by  words  without  knowledge  P" 
(xxxviii.  2).  These  words  refer  to  Job,  not  to  Elihu.  In  like 
mamier  the  discourse  of  Job  in  xxxi.  38-40  is  suddenly  cut 
short,  as  we  may  suppose  it  to  have  been  by  the  Almighty's 
interference  in  the  dialogue.  "  It  cannot  be  denied,"  says  Um- 
breit,  "that  the  omission  of  the  following  verses  could  have 
tended  to  give  a  more  perfect  finiah  to  this  last  discourse  of  Job's, 
and  that  the  thirty-seventh  verse  would  have  been  an  extremely 
suitable  close  to  the  whole."  *  The  whole  piece  has  no  proper 
connection  with  the  older  work  into  which  it  is  inserted,  either 
internally  or  externally;  and  might  be  absent  without  perceptible 

>  Job  translated  by  Gray,  toI.  ii.  p.  198. 
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abridgment  or  mutilation  of  the  whole.  Schlottmann's  attempt 
to  shew  its  perfect  adaptation  to  the  context  in  which  it  stands  is 
nnsuccessful.^ 

3.  Elihu's  discourses  appear  to  us  to  render  unnecessary  in 
part,  the  appeal  to  the  divine  power  ^d  wisdom.  Thus  chaps, 
xxxyi.  and  xxxyii.  are  an  echo  of  xxxviii.-xli.  The  imi- 
tation indeed  is  general,  consisting  in  ideas  rather  than 
words,  and  is  far  inferior  to  the  original ;  yet  it  is  sufficiently 
perceptible.  They  also  give  a  solution  of  the  problem  pro- 
posed which  makes  that  contained  in  the  discourse  of  Deity 
superfluous.  Going  beyond  the  latter,  they  represent  suffering 
as  a  means  of  moral  purification,  and  thererore  there  is  no  need 
to  inculcate  unqualified  submission  to  His  omnipotence  and 
hidden  wisdom.  Elihu  prepares  the  way  in  some  measure  for 
the  appearance  of  Deity ;  but  his  words  are  not  a  natural  intro- 
duction to  the  speech  of  the  latter.  They  shew  at  length  what 
Jehovah  expresses  more  briefly.  In  this  manner  they  weaken 
the  eflect  of  what  succeeds.  JNo  single  idea  absolutely  new  ap- 
pears. The  older  work  has  a  germ  of  thought  at  least  corres- 
ponding  to  any  that  can  be  pointed  out.  We  admit  that  there 
IS  a  more  developed  representation  of  the  connection  between  sin 
and  suflering,  but  that  is  consistent  with  our  statement. 

4.  The  writer  of  Elihu's  discourses  perverts,  and  draws  unfair 
inferences  from,  Job's  language.  He  does  so  at  xxxiv.  9,  where 
he  represents  Job  as  expressing  himself  thus :  "  It  profiteth  not 
a  man  that  he  should  be  at  peace  with  God."  But  it  is  certain 
that  such  a  sentiment  was  never  uttered  by  the  sufferer  in  this 
unqualified  and  strong  language.  Again  in  xxxv.  2  the  senti- 
ment controverted  by  Elihu^  viz.,  that  the  sufferer  conscious  of 
integrity  may  say  that  piety  has  been  of  no  service  to  him,  is  an 
unfair  deduction  from  Job's  speeches.  It  is  improbable  that 
the  original  poet  who  himself  put  such  discourses  into  Job's 
mouth,  would  have  caused  Elihu  to  pervert  the  meaning  of  any 
part  of  them.     Another  author  mignt  readily  do  so. 

5.  The  style  and  language  are  peculiar,  differing  remarkably 
from  those  of  the  remainder.  Expressions,  word-forms,  modes 
of  speech  occur,  for  which  others  are  as  uniformly  found  in  the 
older  work.  The  diction  is  more  strongly  Aramaean,  rough, 
heavy,  proHx,  difficult.     Thus  we  meet  witii  yj  for  HJT?  xxxii. 

6 ;  hril  ibid ;   |5«  but,  ver.  8 ;   ^^3  for  DH^V)  xxxvi."  14 ;  '?Jj; 

for  rfyf^  xxxiv.  10,  32 ;  nj5  with  hi$  xxxii.  21 ;  *3K  xxxiv. 
36 ;    ^^yS  in  the  senae  of  doings  xxxiv.  25 ;   Mli  xxxiii.  9 ; 

tj^l^  xxxiii*  7 ;   V'5j5  to  form  like  a  potter  xxxiii.  6 ;  rtWip 

*  Du  Bueh  Hiob,  u.  a.  w.  Einleit.  p.  68,  et  seqq. 
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xxxiii.  10 ;  njn  life  for  U'^tJ  xxxiii.  18,  22,  28 ;  ^n  to  wait 
XXXV.  14.  Wliat  compels  the  assumption  of  another  poet  is  not 
so  much  single  words  and  expressions  as  the  general  character  of 
the  whole,  shewing  a  man  mr  inferior  in  poetical  ability.  He 
never  reaches  the  height  or  fullness  of  the  older  work.  Bold 
images,  lofty  thoughts,  lively  pictures,  all  that  richness  of  con- 
ception and  inexhaustible  copiousness  of  appropriate  language 
which  bespeak  a  master  genius  in  the  rest  of  the  book,  are 
absent.  Instead  of  this  we  are  struck  with  the  effort  of  one 
striving  to  reach  the  height  of  the  older  poet,  and  straining  after 
an  ideal  for  which  he  is  naturally  unequid ;  whose  imagination, 
inc£^able  of  bolder  flight,  forces  prose  to  do  the  duty  of  poetry, 
and  supplies  no  succession  of  new  images.  Even  after  the 
verbose  and  tiresome  introduction,  tautologies  do  not  cease. 
Instead  of  the  master's  stamp  evinced  in  the  distinct  charac- 
ters and  appropriate  language  of  the  three  friends,  we  see 
the  struggling  of  one  trying  to  follow  the  higher  flights  of  his 
predecessor.  The  tone  is  fallen  and  flat  in  comparison ;  the 
style  cold  and  pretentious.  Hence  the  writer  loses  himself  in 
long  descriptions  destitute  of  vivacity,  as  at  chapter  xxxvi.  26, 
etc.  etc.,  which  contrasts  unfavourably  with  the  words  of  Jeho- 
vah himself.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  obsciirity  of  the  lan- 
guage arises  i^om  our  ignorance :  it  springs  out  of  the  style 
itself,  which  is  odd  and  affected. 

There  is  little  doubt  that  Elihu  is  a  creation  of  the  poet's 
imagination,  and  therefore  it  is  beside  the  mark  to  account  for 
the  Aramaean  colouring  of  his  words  by  the  isct  of  his  being  an 
Aramaean.  Those  who  so  explain  his  Aramaeisms,  should  first 
shew  that  he  was  a  historical  person.  All  the  replies  offered  to 
this  weighty  argument  are  insufficient  and  unsatisfactory.  The 
difference  of  style  and  language  in  the  discourses  of  the  other 
speakers  can  hardly  be  compared  with  the  distinctive  peculiarities 
of  Elihu,  because  they  do  no  violence  to  the  imity  of  the  older 
work.  One  master  mind  is  clearly  observable,  amid  all  the 
diversities  of  the  three  speakers.  The  distinctiveness  of  Elihu's 
language  is  of  another  character.  JN^or  can  the  peculiarities  of 
Elihu  be  the  mere  creation  of  the  same  poet  who  is  seen  in  the 
rest  of  the  book,  or  arise  from  the  art  of  the  author.  It  is 
true  that  every  speaker  has  his  own  manner  and  style;  that 
Elihu's  appearance  is  strikingly  marked ;  and  that  he  was  a 
young  man  occupying  a  different  relation  to  Job  from  that  of 
the  other  speakers.  But  though  such  peculiarities  require  a 
corresponding  style  of  utterance,  they  ought  still  to  shew  the 
same  poet  as  the  speeches  of  the  three  friends ;  especially  as  those 
friends,  and  Job  himself,  speak  in  the  same  style.  A  heavy 
style  is  hardly  suited  to  the  character  of  Elihu,  who  had  suffi- 
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dent  self-confidence,  forwardness,  and  yanity.  Youthful  fire 
should  have  breathed  throughout  his  discourses ;  whereas  they 
are  prolix  and  heavy.  Even  if  he  is  described  as  a  conceited 
babbler  whom  the  author  sets  forth  in  a  ridiculous  light,  as 
some  suppose,  they  are  scarcely  appropriate.  Such  an  one,  pos- 
sessing great  talent  united  to  juvenile  presumption,  would  not 
speak  as  he  does;  for  althougn  he  might  occasionally  have  a 
mystified  manner,  he  would  scarcely  betray  the  tedious  efibrts  to 
body  forth  his  ideas  in  the  genuine  poetic  strain.  Bather  should 
he  be  characterised  by  an  exuberant  imagination  bursting  oyer 
the  barriers  of  a  legitimate  sobriety  into  the  domain  of  the 
bombastic.  His  fancy  should  be  wild  and  unbridled ;  whereas 
it  is  the  absence  of  tins  characteristic — the  very  prosaic  concep- 
tion and  style — that  appears  in  Elihu.  Toutlmu  fire  and  pre- 
sumption do  not  manifest  themselves  in  drawling  and  laboured 
speech  having  the  marks  of  imitation  written  legibly  upon  its 
face.  The  plan  of  the  poet  could  not  have  been  to  write  in  such 
a  style,  as  Icoig  as  Elihu's  person  is  what  it  is.  These  remarks 
shew  the  impossibility  of  accounting  for  Elihu's  style  by  the 
author's  desire  to  mark  his  individuality  and  personal  character. 
Besides,  poetry  of  a  high  antiquity  does  not  know  fine  shades 
of  characters.  It  paints  men  and  life  in  broad  outline.  To 
make  each  person  speak  in  a  particular  style  is  a  token  of 
advanced  art. 

We  believe  it  impossible  to  make  the  speeches  of  Elihu  pro- 
ceed from  the  older  poet  and  suppose  them  a  constituent  part 
of  his  work.  Their  place  after  chap,  xxxi.,  where  they  are  un- 
suitable, and  where  Job  must  have  replied  to  them  because  they 
are  largely  unjust  to  him ;  the  impropriety  of  making  a  man  con- 
fute Job,  whereas  he  can  only  be  instructed  and  humUed  by  Jeho- 
mh;  and  the  whole  style  of  thought  and  expression  coincide  in 
rejecting  the  same  authorship  as  that  of  the  rest  of  the  poem. 
Yet  there  is  merit  in  the  piece.  A  certain  progression  of  ideas 
is  observable.  At  first  the  negative,  then  the  afiirmative 
appears.  The  obvious  gradually  passes  into  the  more  remote. 
The  ideas  expressed  are  true,  correct,  pure.  In  some  respects 
they  go  beyond  those  of  the  older  poet.  His  natural  philosophy 
is  mrther  advanced  than  that  observable  in  the  thirty-eighth 
and  following  chapters.  Thus  Jehovah  asks  with  patriarchal 
simplicity,  "hath  the  rain  a  father  P"  (xxxviii^  28) ;  whereas 
Elihu  knows  that  it  proceeds  from  the  watery  vapours  that  form 
clouds  and  afterwards  distil  in  little  drops  upon  men  (xxxvi. 
27,  28).  In  like  manner,  his  ethical  philosophy  is  riper  than 
that  of  Job  and  the  three  friends ;  his  moral  iaeas  more  refined. 
But  the  breath  of  genius  is  wanting.  The  advancement  observ- 
able is  the  reflection  of  his  time,  rather  than  of  the  individual 
TOL.  n.  14 
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man  at  the  head  of  his  contemporarieB.  His  views  of  diyine 
things  are  often  profounder  and  more  comprehensiYe.  They  are 
even  set  forth  more  strikingly.  This  indeed  waa  natural,  since 
he  had  the  advantage  of  a  later  development.  It  is  only  by 
comparison  that  the  piece  suffers  as  a  whole,  because  it  is  good 
in  itself,  notwithstanding  inferiority  of  style  and  diction. 
The  depths  of  sin  are  evidently  apprehended  in  a  more  evan- 
gelical light  by  the  writer  of  the  Elihu-section  than  by  the 
older  poet.'  Tiie  latter  stands  on  the  giddy  height  of  the 
truth  that  there  are  human  sufferings  uncaused  by  antecedent 
actual  sin,  with  a  boldness  which  makes  us  tremble ;  for  the 
.unqualified  maintenance  of  the  position  is  dangerous  as  well  as 
danng ;  but  the  former,  with  profounder  insight  into  man's 
moral  corruption  and  the  remains  of  inherent  depravity  existing 
in  the  most  pious,  finds  it  dijBicult  to  reconcile  the  position  of  his 
predecessor  with  his  own  consciousness ;  and  therefore  inserts  an 
element  which  throws  light  upon  the  sufferings  of  the  righteous 
approaching  the  New  Testament  splendour.  Thus  the  ways  of 
Qod  towards  man  can  be  indicated  in  proportion  to  the  nature 
of  the  view  taken  of  sin.  Man's  comparative  not  absolute  inno- 
cence, even  at. his  best,  should  be  apprehended  as  a  great  fact. 
The  deep  depravity  of  human  nature  must  be  felt  before  the 
righteousness  of  God  can  be  reconciled  with  the  sufferings  of 
the  righteous. 

In  holding  the  later  origin  of  this  part  of  the  book  we  are 
glad  to  be  associated  with  the  best  Hebrew  critics :  with  Eich- 
horn,  Stuhlmann,  Bernstein,  Hirzel,  Knobel,  De  Wette,  Ewald, 
E.  Meier,  Masnus,  Heiligstedt,  Hupfeld,  Delitzsch,  Bleek, 
Renan,  and  otners.  Those  who  wish  to  see  what  Stickel, 
Schlottmann,  Hahn,  Havemick,  Keil,  Welte  and  others  have 
to  say  in  defence  of  the  authenticity  will  find  an  abstract  of 
their  arguments  in  Stahelin.^ 

How  long  after  the  older  poet  the  author  of  Elihu's  discourses 
wrote,  it  is  impossible  to  say.  A  century  at  least  must  be 
assumed.  It  must  not  for  a  moment  be  thought,  that  the 
author  of  the  poem  himself  resumed  his  pen  after  a  long-  in- 
terval, thinking  he  could  perfect  it  by  the  addition  of  the  piece. 
Such  a  conjecture  on  the  part  of  Renan,  is  most  unfortunate. 
In  that  case,  a  few  simple  changes  in  the  rest  of  the  poem  would 
have  made  it  fit  in,  without  its  present  incongruity.*  What  led 
this  unknown  person  to  the  undertaking  was  the  existence  of 
many  things  in  Job  which  appeared  objectionable  and  offensive  ; 
especially  as  they  are  strongly  uttered,  without  due  limitation. 
These  ideas,  bordering  as  tney  do  on  the  irreverent  and  blas- 

'  Specielle  Einleitung,  u.  s.  w.,  p.  436  et  seqtj. 
*  Le  Lirre  de  Job,  Etude  sur  le  poeme,  p.  Ivu. 
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phemoTis,  must  have  been  a  8tamblinff*block  to  pious  minds — 
an  offence  to  the  sober  and  thoaghtfiiL  Not  that  there  is  any- 
thing objectionable  in  them  which  is  not  turned  aside  either 
by  Job  himself,  or  by  the  Ahnighty  after  His  appearance. 
But  the  refutation  is  not  palpable  or  plain  enough.  A  more 
effectual,  intentional  contradiction  seemed  desirable.  This  is 
what  the  writer  undertook  at  a  time  when  reverence  for  divine 
things  had  increased.  He  wished  to  supply  the  felt  want,  and 
so  render  the  wonderful  poem  more  acceptable  to  the  minds  of 
his  countrymen  in  an  age  of  national  decline.  Although,  there- 
fore, he  felt  that  the  work  proceeded  from  a  master  spirit  soar- 
ing far  beyond  any  other  poet  of  his  nation  in  loftiness  of 
thought  and  power  of  imagination,  he  was  not  deterred  from 
the  task  of  adding  to  it ;  because  his  purpose  was  to  make  it 
more  accessible  to  the  calm  apprehension  of  the  earnest  minds 
of  the  day.  His  aim  was  upright  and  good.  Lofty  in  its  reach 
as  the  older  production  was,  it  exhibited  a  daring  sublimity 
bordering  on  irreverence.  Hence,  although  wanting  in  equal 
inspiration,  he  was  not  afraid  to  improve  the  work  by  the  inser- 
tion of  such  things  as  should  distinctly,  refiite  the  unqualified 
protestations  of  Job  respecting  his  innocence,  and  his  charges 
against  the  Almighty  himsel£  The  insertion  was  readily  re- 
ceived as  being  more  accordant  with  religious  consciousness, 
and  more  consolatory  to  the  suffering  nation. 

Is  there  any  idea  absolutely  new  in  Elihu's  discourses  P  What 
is  the  precise  relation  they  bear  to  those  of  the  three  friends,  in 
respect  of  thought  P  The  former  question  cannot  be  answered 
in  the  affirmative.  Eliphaz  had  said,  ''Behold,  happy  is  the 
man  whom  God  correcteth:  therefore  despise  not  thou  the 
chastening  of  the  Almighty,"  and  Elihu  expands  the  idea.  But 
he  does  it  in  a  way  that  shews  no  compassion  for  the  sufferer. 
He  is  cold  and  disputative ;  not  saying  expressly  that  Job  is  a 
true  servant  of  Ood,  but  rather  treating  him  as  one  who  had 
blasphemed  the  Almighty.  Hence  he  affords  no  consolation 
to  Job.  The  fundamental  idea  of  the  speeches  of  Elihu,  as  well 
as  of  the  friends  seems  to  be,  that  suffering  always  points  to  sin. 
It  is  inseparable  from  that  sinfulness  which  cleaves  to  human 
nature;  and  must  therefore  contribute  to  the  amelioration  of  the 
righteous.  But  in  the  three,  the  idea  is  always  associated  with 
strict  retribution  ;  and  is  not  carried  out  to  its  legitimate  con- 
sequences. In  Elihu,  the  idea  is  developed  so  as  to  shew  that 
suffering  is  a  means  of  purifying.  The  corrective  nature  of 
suffering  is  dwelt  upon  more  than  its  retributive  character. 
Divine  retribution  recedes  into  the  back  ground;  while  the 
ameliorating  aspect  is  prominently  adduced.  Thus  while  the 
one  idea  lies  at  the  foundation  of  all  the  speeches,  it  is  variously 
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apprehended  and  adduced.  The  darker  aspect  of  it  is  brought 
out  by  the  three;  the  more  eTangelical  one  by  Elihu.  The 
latter  goes  deeper  and  more  comprehensively  into  the  question, 
by  cominff  nearer  the  New  Testament ;  while  the  former  stand 
on  Old  ^l^tament  ground  alone.  In  essence  their  doctrine  is 
the  same ;  yet  it  is  so  differently  treated  as  to  make  it  dissimilar. 
The  deyelopment  is  much  better  in  the  case  of  Elihu's  discourses. 
Indeed  the  deyelopment  in  the  mouth  of  the  three  Mends 
hardly  advances  a  step.  Retribution  in  the  present  life  stands 
out  strongly  in  all  they  say ;  the  moral  innuence  of  affliction 
being  only  touched  upon  by  Eliphaz^  as  if  he  apprehended  it 
indistinctly.  Elihu  gives  this  subjective  aspect  of  afBiction 
a  prominence  which  shews  the  higher  philosophy  he  had 
reached.  Thus  in  looking  at  human  suffering  the  stress  laid 
upon  divine  retribution  and  purifying  power  is  reversed  by  the 
three  friends  of  Job,  and  by  Elihu. 

If  the  preceding  observations  be  correct  it  follows  that  the 
character  of  Elihu  has  been  greatly  misapprehended  by  various 
critics.  Jerome  regards  him  as  the  representative  of  a  philo- 
sophy which  is  hostile  to  faith,  and  false ;  Gregory  the  Great, 
as  a  self-conceitedprater.  The  latter  view  has  been  taken  by 
some  modems.  Thus  Herder  speaks  of  his  utterances  as  the 
feeble,  prolix  babblingof  a  child.  In  like  manner  Eichhom, 
Bertholdt,  Vaihinger,  Hahn,  Noyes,  regard  him  as  a  conceited, 
assuming  talker,  coming  forwam  with  an  air  of  great  conse- 
quence ;  supercilious,  pretentious ;  one  who  advances  nothing  of 
importance,  and  therefore  none  thinks  it  worth  while  to  reply. 
We  do  not  view  the  person  and  speeches  of  Elihu  thus.  If  ne 
be  the  creation  of  the  older  poet,  it  is  highly  improbable  that 
the  latter  would  have  introdued  such  a  person  to  spoil  the  effect 
of  his  philosophical  poem,  and  mar  its  completeness.  The  gro- 
tesque figure  would  not  only  be  superfluous,  but  disturbing,  to 
the  earnest  tone  of  the  work.  The  symmetry  and  seriousness 
would  be  injured.  He  can  hardly  be  the  representative  of  mere 
worldly  philosophy,  or  purposely  depicted  as  a  flippant  youth 
who  attempts  to  solve  a  problem  which  requires  the  personal 
manifestation  of  God  himself  to  unriddle ;  because  both  his  ideas 
and  their  development  bear  a  striking  resemblance  to  those  put 
into  the  mouth  of  Deity.  This  similarity  forbids  us  to  enter- 
tain the  unworthy  sentiments  regarding  him  held  by  many ;  or 
to  view  his  tone  and  maimer  as  designedly  petiuant.  The 
speaker  is  warm  and  earnest.  What  he  says  is  good  and  true. 
The  problem  advances  towards  its  solution  under  his  hands. 
The  germ  of  itis  right  explanation  is  contained  in  his  words. 
The  most  inartificial  and  ill-executed  part  of  his  discourses  is 
the  long  introduction  (xxxii.  6-xxxiii.  7),  which  is  tedious  and 
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inflated.     In  skill  and  manner  it  is  much  inferior  to  any  part  of 
the  older  poem. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark  that  the  genealogy  of  Elihu  is  des- 
cribed in  a  different  way  from  that  of  the  three  friends.  Indeed 
nothing  but  a  patronymic  is  applied  to  each;  while  Elihu's 
father  is  mentioned,  his  fSsither's  coimtry,  and  kindred.  He  was 
the  son  of  Barachel  the  Buzite.  The  gentile  noun  Buzite  comes 
from  Buz,  the  appellation  of  a  small  race  and  region  eastward  of 
Palestine.  Strange  to  say,  the  absurdity  of  deriying  ^'Buz" 
fix>m  ''in  TJzy"  that  is,  bom  there,  has  been  grayely  proposed. 
He  was  of  the  kindred  of  Bam,  probably  Aram,  a  Nahorite  race. 
But  why  this  minute  specification  of  Elihu  P  Is  it  that  the  poet 
wishes  it  to  be  known  that  Elihu  was  the  author  of  the  work, 
after  the  manner  of  Oriental  poets  who  introduce  the  author's 
name  towards  the  close  in  some  concealed  way  ?  So  Lightfoot 
and  Bosenmiiller  conjecture.  There  is  no  example  of  such  pro- 
cedure in  Hebrew  hterature.  It  is  simply  the  peculiarity  of 
another  poet,  who  shews  himself  in  this  and  other  characteristics 
to  be  another  ;  else  he  would  haye  contented  himself  with  giying 
Elihu's  country,  as  he  did  in  the  case  of  Job  and  the  three 
friends.     Elihu  is  a  fictitious,  not  a  real  person. 

IX.  What  is  the  pboblem  of  the  bookP — ^This  question 
has  been  yariously  answered. 

1.  Baumgarten-Crusius  thinks,  that  the  ide^  of  tnia  wis- 
dom  is  set  forth.  The  different  stages  of  such  wisdom  are  re* 
presented  by  Job,  the  three  friends,  and  Elihu  ;  simple  piety, 
a  legal  mind,  a  conscious  and  wise  religion.^  Here  a  legal 
mind  should  come  first  according  to  the  natural  order ;  and  the 
discourse  of  Jehoyah  is  left  out  of  account.  The  entire  hypo- 
thesis  is  arbitrary  and  far-fetched,  shewing  no  perception  of  the 
purport  of  the  poem.  It  has  therefore  remained  peculiar  to  the 
proposer.  ^ 

2.  Some  think  that  the  work  was  designed  to  teach  the  im- 
mortality of  the  soul.  Such  was  in  substance  the  opinion  of 
MielEBDdnS^who  supposed  the  author  meant  to  shew,  that  the 
diyine  righteousness  would  not  be  manifested  till  a  future  world, 
after  the  resurrection,  in  which  rewards  and  punishments  should 
be  bestowed  on  men  according  to  their  piety  and  godlessness. 
More  recently  it  has  been  adopted  byJEbEftldy  who  tnes  to  shew 
that  it  is  the  fundamental  idea?  Se  argues  that  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  essence  of  the  book  should  rest  upon  the  eternal 
duration  of  the  human  spirit ;  for  how  could  external  eyil  be 
completely  oyercome,  if  the  spirit  maintains  the  struggle  with 

^  Opnwnila  theologica,  p.  174  et  aeqq. 

s  Emleitung  in  das  alte  Testament,  yol.  i.  p.  23  et  seqq. 

'  Daa  Biich  Ijob,  p.  10  et  seqq.  196  et  seqq. 


V. 


214  THE   BOOK  OF  JOB. 

it  even  to  the  end,  and  is  not  frilly  conscious  that  it  will  not 
perish  even  when  the  last  outward  good,  life  itself,  is  lost? 
External  evil,  as  such,  is  not  necessarily  the  consequence  and 
punishment  of  sin.  It  does  not  stand  in  actual  relation  to  the 
inward  worth  of  man,  but  merely  excites  the  spirit  to  a  higher 
consciousness,  whereW  it  feels  its  eternal  nature,  and  is  led  to 
overcome  outward  calamity  by  rising  aboye  it.  The  book  of 
Job  has  the  merit  of  preparing  deeper  views  of  evil  and  of  the 
soul's  immortality,  transmitting  them  as  fruitM  germs  to  all 
futurity.  Yet  the  truth  in  question  appears  as  a  wish  and  a 
hope.  It  remains  in  the  distant  background.  It  was  fresh  to 
the  poet  and  new,  wrung  out  from  the  depths  of  consciousness 
by  necessity.  A  settled  and  firm  belief  it  was  not.  It  had 
more  of  the  nature  of  a  foreshadowing,  longing  desire.  The  few 
passages  in  which  the  idea  appears  are,  xiv.  13-16 ;  xri.  18,  19 ; 
xix.  23,  29. 

Schlottmann  adopts  in  part  the  same  opinion  as  Ewald,  but 
modifies  and  improves  it.  He  looks  upon  the  certainty  of  im- 
mortality only  as  a  single  and  subordinate  particular  in  the 
solution  of  the  theoretical  difficulty ;  and  finds  tiie  true  solution  of 
the  problem  in  the  deeper  understanding  of  the  Divine  Being 
and  nis  wavs  expressed  by  EUhu,  and  previously  strained  after 
by  Job  in  tne  third  series  of  discourses.^ 

This  hypothesis  seems  to  us  improbable.  The  very  way  in 
which  Ewald  proposes  it,  vouches  for  its  rejection.  Surely  it  is 
unlikely  that  the  poet  would  make  an  idea  obscurely  adduced  in 
two  or  three  places,  and  which  at  the  best  is  noihing  more  than 
a  shadowy  apprehension  of  future  existence  that  floats  in  the 
discourses  of  Job  without  firm  inherence,  the  centre  of  the  whole 
work.  If  it  was  perfectly  new  to  the  writer,  he  must  have  felt 
the  necessity  of  adducing  it  with  greater  prominence,  that  it 
might  pervade  the  minds  of  the  pious  and  reflecting.  The 
epuogue  is  contrary  to  such  an  explanation,  because  the  solution 
of  the  problem  is  given  there  in  the  shape  of  outward  facts. 
Job  is  rewarded  with  the  double  of  what  he  had  lost.  Accord- 
ing to  Ewald,  however,  he  had  lost  nothing,  and  should  not 
have  been  so  recompensed.  The  prologue  is  also  opposed  to  it ; 
for  it  is  there  shewn  that  the  calamities  of  Job  are  a  temptation 
or  trial  which  cannot  be  lasting.  But  they  are  real  cahunities, 
as  well  as  internal  eviL  The  discourses  of  the  three  friends  also 
do  not  presuppose  the  sufferer  insensible  to  ill  because  it  has  no 
actual  relation  to  his  immortal  nature.  The  speeches  of  EUhu 
are  adverse  to  the  hypothesis.  In  short,  the  idea  of  the  soul's 
immortality  occupies  too  subordinate  and  shadowy  a  place  in 

1  Das  Bach  Hiob,  u.  s.  w.  Binleituiig,  p.  48,  «t/Mqq. 
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the  work  to  be  takeu  as  the  centre  of  the  problem  dufcussed. 
Had  it  been  proposed  as  a  clear,  definite,  unmistakeable  matter 
of  £Gdth  in  the  speeches  of  Job,  or  in  the  prologue  and  epilogue, 
we  should  assent  to  the  view  in  question ;  but  an  eyanescent 
longing  for  immortaUty  uttered  in  a  very  few  places,  can  hardly 
be  converted  into  so  much  importance.  The  leading  idea  of  the 
work  cannot  be  that  of  immortality,  else  it  wouM  appear  in 
stronger  colours  and  broader  outline.^ 

8.  Others  think  that  the  book  has  a  national  reference.  The 
nation  suffering,  afflicted,  or  captive  is  pourtrayed  inTRe  pious 
Job,  and  directed  to  a  better  faith  in  God  as  a  righteous 
Gk>Yemor  who  does  not  forsake  His  people.  Some  thi^  that 
the  Mends  of  Job  symbolise  the  prophets  with  their  admonitions, 
who  are  afterwards  blamed  for  having  spoken  amiss.  Among 
such  as  adopt  this  national  aspect  of  the  book  there  is  consider- 
able difference  of  detail.  Thus  Warburton,  who  carries  out  the 
allegorical  interpretation  farther  than  others,  understands  by 
the  three  friends  Sanballat,  Tobiah,  and  Geshem ;  and  by  Job  s 
wife,  the  idolatrous  women  with  whom  the  Jews  had  contracted 
marriages.' 

The  problem  proposed  in  the  book  is  of  wider  and  deeper 
import  than  a  nation's  changing  experiences,  else  it  loses  both 
its  importance  and  difficulty.  Nations  are  always  punished  for 
wrong-doing  in  the  present  world.  Theirs  is  a  visible  and 
marked  calfonily.  Their  retribution  takes  place  here.  But  it  is 
otherwise  with  individuals.  Good  men  are  afflicted  in  the  world. 
Bad  men  proaroer  and  prevail.  Retribution  in  their  case  may 
not  appear.  The  difficulty  of  the  problem  lies  mainly  in  vindi- 
cating the  divine  righteouffliess  along  with  personal  integrity. 
If  persons  who  give  undeniable  evidence  of  upright  motives  and 
steady  principle  suffer  in  the  world,  how  can  God  be  just  and 
wise  to  allow  it  P  The  suffering  nation  could  have  received  no 
comfort  from  any  solution  of  the  problem  contained  in  the  work. 
Unqualified  submission  to  the  divine  will  could  hardly  soothe  its 
sorrows.  To  be  told  that  it  should  bow  submissively  to  its  fate 
were  poor  consolation.  The  i*^^nDl.iril3t  thfrrrfnm  rrnf^*T?  th^ 
fitter nf  JnAiyiiinnln.    The  book  cannot  have  been  intended  to 

rbolise  the  nation  generally  in  any  of  the  characters  intro- 
A ;  nor  to  support  it  amid  its  calamities  by  a  better  hope. 
The  poople  were  not  in  captivity  at  the  time.  They  were  not 
then  grievously  oppressed.  They  had  forsaken  God,  and  were 
gradually  tending  towards  decay.  What  would  have  been 
appropriate  to  them,  was  the  stirring  voice  of  some  mighty 
prophet  to  arouse  them  from  torpor  and  call  them  to  repenttmce. 

1  Das  Bach  Hiob.  n.  s.  w.  Einleitimg,  pp.  49,  50. 
*  Divine  lotion  of  Moses,  Book  Ti.  section  2. 
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The  discussion  of  a  philosopliico-religious  problem  could  scarcely 
touch  the  sluggish  body^  or  bring  it  to  a  right  sense  of  sin. 
Considering  the  old  genuine  production,  without  the  speeches  of 
EUhu,  what  is  the  problem  discussed  by  the  writer  P  It  is  this, 
how  the  sufferings  of  the  righteous  are  connected  with  the  pro* 
yidence  of  a  just  God.  Of  course  the  converse  is  necessarily 
touched  upon — ^the  consistency  of  the  prosperity  of  the  wicked 
with  the  same  righteous  government. 

The  Jewish  mind  must  have  had  great  difficulty  in  resolving 
a  problem  of  this  nature,  because  the  reUgion  of  Moses  pre- 
sented nothing  else  than  temporal  rewards  and  punishments. 
The  beginnings  of  speculation  respecting  it  are  seen  in  the  I 
psalms;  especially  in  the  thirty-seventh,  forty-ninth,  and 
seventy-third.  In  these  odes  the  writers  come  to  me  conclusion' 
that  both  the  prosperityof  the  wicked  and  the  misfortune  of  the 
pious  are  temporary.  The  former  does  not  continue ;  and  the 
pious  will  be  at  last  restored  to  honour  by  God.  Their  pos- 
terity also  will  inherit  the  curse  or  blessing  of  the  two  classes. 
Traces  of  a  de^>er  solution  appear  in  expressions  which  indicate 
a  conviction  of  the  vanity  oi  mere  earthly  prosperity,  and  of 
i^^al  abiding  happiness  being  found  only  in  communion  with 
God,  accompani^  by  faint  mrebodings  of  such  happiness  sur- 
viving death  itself  and  enduring  for  ever. 

In  Job  the  question  takes  a  more  comprehensive  range,  rising 
to  the  consideration  of  the  moral  government  of  the  world,  or 
how  far  the  wisdom  and  justice  of  God  appear  to  pervade  the 
arrangements  of  the  present  system.  This  is  a  new  attempt  of 
the  same  theological  speculation,  which  the  progressive  experi- 
ences of  individuals  as  well  as  of  the  whole  nation  contributed  to 
produce.  The  increasing  embarrassments  of  life  and  the  fate  of 
the  nation  ever  becoming  darker  stirred  the  foundations  of  faith 
more  deeply,  and  induced  a  higher  reflectiveness.  The  mind 
was  thus  strengthened  for  deeper  exercises.  Speculation  was 
impelled  to  make  new  attempts,  and  the  development  of  the 
inner  nature  was  promoted.^ 

If  these  observations  be  just,  it  is  superfluous  to  point  out  the 
absurdity  of  making  the  problem  of  the  book  to  be,  Does  Job 
serve  God  for  nought,  i.e.,  is  Job's  virtue  unselfish  P  There  is 
no  problem  in  debate  between  God  and  Satan.  The  poet  did 
not  cast  his  work  in  such  a  mould.  Equally  absurd  is  it  to  say 
that  there  is  a  problem  between  Job  and  his  friends,  as  well  as 
one  between  God  and  Satan ;  the  former  being.  What  is  the 
explanation  of  Job's  sufferings  P  a  question  minor  to  the  great 
problem  and  different  from  it.  All  such  distinctions  shew  mis- 
apprehension of  the  work. 
*  See  Hupfeld,  Deutsche  Zeitscbiift  fiir  christliohe  Wiasenschaft,  1850.  Nos.  35-37. 
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The  design  of  the  writer  was  to  demonstrate  the  insufficiency^? 
of  the  current  doctrine  of  compensation.  Like  previous  psahn- 
writers,  he  wished  to  purify  and  deepen  the  popular  faith.  The 
old  law  was  pervaded  bv  tne  doctrine  of  stnct  retribution.  It 
held  forth  the  invariable  connection  between  virtue  and  pros- 
perity, guilt  and  suffering.  Blessings  in  this  life  were  associated 
with  its  fulfilment;  wiui  its  neglect  or  violation,  calamities. 
Divine  justice  was  seen  an  earth,  punishing  the  wicked  out- 
wardly,  «id  rewarding  the  good.  As  a  man  Uyes,  so  he  feree 
in  the  worid — ^that  was  the  genius  of  Mosaism.  Experience, 
however,  is  often  at  variance  with  this  doctrine.  We  see  the 
godly  suffering  the  blasts  and  blight  of  adversity,  while  the 
wicked  flourish  and  prosper.  The  world  presents  examples, 
both  of  high-minded  men  living  upright  lives  and  oppressed 
with  misfortune,  and  of  successnd  villains.  Here  the  p(H>ular 
Hebrew  faith  was  contradicted  by  appearances.  The  mvine 
retribution  held  out  was  violated.  The  mind  of  the  poet- 
philosopher,  powerfully  affected  by  the  sufferings  of  the  pious, 
could  find  no  comfort  in  this  doctrine.  As  he  brooded  over  it, 
it  seemed  jejune  and  cheerless.  He  tried  therefore  to  get  beyond 
it  into  a  region  where  all  might  not  be  dark,  but  some  ray  of 
hope  perchance  might  dawn,  and  God  appear  other  than  unjust. 
He  felt  that  the  prevailing  opinion  respecting  God's  justice  in 
the  prosperity  and  adversity  of  his  creatures  was  not  well- 
founded.  The  wicked  oft  succeed ;  the  good  often  suffer.  The 
force  of  experience,  internal  and  external,  pressed  upon  his 
reason.  There  must  therefore  be  a  better  way  of  judging  about 
the  distribution  of  good  and  evil  than  the  old  established  one. 
There  must  be  a  deeper  and  more  comprehensive  view  of  the 
ways  of  providence  towards  men.  On  the  one  hand,  the  jus- 
tice of  God  must  be  maintained.  Whatever  takes  place  under 
His  rule  must  be  right.  On  the  other,  the  lives  of  the  suffering 
pious  cannot  be  overlooked.  How  is  tiie  Deity  just  in  allowing 
them  to  be  oppressed  with  misfortune  P  What  then  is  the  solu- 
tion which  tne  writer  attains  to  P  How  far  does  his  struggling 
mind  reach  P  Does  he  get  at  nothing  more  than  the  imtenable- 
ness  of  Mosaism ;  or  does  he  arrive  at  an  adequate  solution  of 
the  problem  P 

Jewish  economy.     It  is  only  by  the  gospel  of  Jesus  Christ  that 


a  certainty  of  righteous  compensation  after  death  is  unfolded. 
There  is  the  Christian's  comfort.  IT^ere  the  ways  of  God  toward 
man  are  ftdly  vindicated.  Life  and  immortality  are  brought  to 
light  by  Christianity  alone.  We  need  not,  therefore,  expect  a 
satisfactory  solution  from  the  author  of  the  book.  All  that  can 
be  reasonably  looked  for  is  some  approach  to  it — something 
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beyond  this  current  MosaiBm  where  all  is  mystery  and  darkness. 
The  prevailing  doctrine  of  strict  retribution  in  the  present  life 
is  shadowed  forth  in  the  discourses  of  the  three  friends.  Among 
the  Jewish  people  it  was  usually  held  as  they  enunciate  it.  They 
represent  the  current  faith  of  the  nation,  viz.,  that  the  ffood  and 
bad  which  befal  mankind  in  this  life  are  regulated  by  tneir  con- 
duct. If  therefore  the  righteous  are  yisited  with  adversity,  they 
must  have  committed  such  sins  as  bring  upon  them  retributive 
justice.  Yet  this  fiuth,  though  the  current  one,  should  scarcely 
be  identified  with  the  true  theocratic  doctrine.  It  cannot  be 
said  that  they  give  it  exactly  according  to  the  law.  Indeed  it 
could  not  ,be  so  propounded  in  a  course  of  reasoning  upon  it. 
Whenever  one  begins  to  discuss  the  doctrine  and  deduce  its 
consequences,  he  recedes  from  the  simple  statement  of  it  in  the 
law  of  Moses.  They  righdy  infer  that  outward  sufferings  are 
always  a  punishment  for  sins  committed.  It  is  a  wrong  deduction 
on  their  part  that  sin  is  always  punished  with  a  degree  of  out- 
ward intensity  proportioned  to  its  greatness.  We  admit  that 
such  a  conclusion  is  natural,  though  it  be  not  legitimate. 

The  gifted  writer  sets  forth  the  current  doctrine  very  strik- 
ingly. He  reasons  upon  and  expands  it.  He  urges  it  in  all  its 
nakedness.  How  comfortless  it  is,  the  speeches  of  Job  shew. 
It  is  revolting  to  man's  higher  consciousness.  Both  the  pure 
heart  feeling  that  it  has  uniformly  aimed  at  the  highest  good, 
and  the  clear  understanding  in  the  sincerity  of  its  convictions, 
rebel  against  it.  The  higher  and  more  conscientious  the  mo- 
tives, the  less  are  they  satisfied  with  it.  To  an  imperfect  state 
of  civilization,  when  men's  desires  are  sensuous,  Mosaism  seems 
well  adapted,  because  it  appeals  to  the  lower  nature.  But  when 
advanced  civilization,  intelligence,  spirituality,  noble  aims,  and 
upright  conduct  prevail,  a  confiict  with  it  arises. 

A  better  doctrine  is  put  into  the  mouth  of  Job,  who  shews 
that  divine  justice  cannot  be  vindicated  on  the  ground  of  out- 
ward prosperity  or  adversity  exclusively.  External  calamities, 
he  argues,  are  not  the  proper  test  of  sins  committed.  His  utter- 
ances set  forth  the  struggles  of  a  mind  like  that  of  the  writer 
emerging  out  of  the  old  .doctrine.  Both  experience  and  con- 
sciousness testify  that  there  is  often  opposition  between  men's 
condition  and  merits ;  that  their  lot  in  life  is  so  unequal  as  to 
impugn  the  universality  of  earthly  retribution.  The  doubts  are 
strongly  expressed,  often  irreverently,  always  naturally  ;  because 
a  spirit  wrung  with  unutterable  an^xush  gives  vent  to  its  feelings 
in  words  unqualified  and  unstudied.  Sometimes  the  speaker 
appears  to  overstate  the  case,  in  conveying  the  sentiment  that 
the  wicked  are  generally  more  prosperous  than  the  righteous. 
In  the  bitterness  of  his  soul  he  blames  God  himself,  calling  in 
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question  the  justice  of  His  moral  goyemment  because  of  the 
integrity  of  innocent  sufferers. 

Haw  far  then  is  Job  the  representative  nf  P  Httf*r  rtnfitrint^  f. 
to  free  his  mind  from  the  trammels  of  national 


He  struggles 

beUefy  and  almost  succeeds.  But  on  the  whole  he  attains  to 
nothing  more  than  the  doctrine  of  unlimited  acquiescence  in  the 
divine  counsels  and  will.  No  decided  opinion  is  pronounced 
respecting  the  ways  of  Providence,  or  the  causes  of  prosperity 
and  adversity  in  Ihe  world.  Man's  dutjr  is  to  acquiesce  in  the 
arrangements  of  infinite  power  and  wisdom.  Doubts  of  th^ 
divine  justice  should  be  silenced  by  the  consideration  of  an 
omniscient  and  omnipotent  Ruler.  fiATnpl«f^  ppiKTr^foa^nT^  f/^  the 
Majesty  of  heaven  is  inculcated.    ^^jBff  ^P  T^*^tiftn 


Majesty  oi  heaven  is  mculcated.  ^^Bff  ^np  V^*^flftn  ^**  Tg^ 
solved.  All  that  is  done  is  to  prepare  the  way  for  its  solutic^ 
oy  reminding  feeble  man  that  tne  counsels  of  God,  though  tm- 


fathomable,  are  wise.  The  hero  of  the  poem  is  very  anxious  to 
penetrate  the  mystery  of  divine  providence.  Nor  does  the 
Deity  reprove  him  for  so  wishing.  -He  reminds  him  however 
that  it  is  inscrutable ;  and  in  view  of  such  obscurity  it  is  better 
not  to  pry  too  curiously  into  the  matter,  but  to  be  stiU  and  wait, 
remembering  that  the  Almighty  Jehovah  is  all-wise,  that  He 
does  not  give  to  man  an  account  of  His  doings,  but  expects  an 
immediate  and  imconditional  surrender  on  the  part  of  His  crea- 
tures. The  epilogue  of  itself  wovld  shew  that  the  poet  was  not 
able  to  get  beyond  the  doctrine  of  strict  retribution  which  he 
endeavoured  to  combat  in  the  discussion :  but  the  prologue  in- 
dicates a  glimpse  of  sufferings  being  something  else  than 
retributive  in  the  world — ^viz.,  permitted  for  the  trial  and 
strengthening  of  faith.  And  there  are  two  passages  in  the 
speeches  of  Job  which  ceurry  the  problem  a  utile  farther  by 
intimating  a  state  of  conscious  existence  beyond  the  grave.  The 
germ  of  the  doctrine  of  immortality  Ues  in  them.  The  writer 
catches  glimpses  of  it.  In  the  earnest  longings  of  his  mind  he 
gives  utterance  to  the  dim  perception  of  immortal  life — the  an- 
ticipation of  a  future  existence  in  which  he  should  not  be 
separated  from  God.  But  these  were  moments  of  high  inspira- 
tion that  did  not  continue.  They  wer^  the  dawning  of  a  better 
doctrine  on  his  spirit.  As  an  incipient  evangelism  they  lifted  the 
poet  above  his  age  and  nation,  transporting  him  within  the  very 
shadow  of  Christianity.  Thus  amid  the  conflict  of  the  old  re- 
tribution-doctrine and  Hebrew  philosophy,  the  poet  had  almost 
got  out  of  the  former.  He  could  not  resist  struggling  against 
It,  till  he  took  refuge  at  last  in  the  idea  of  Almighty  wisdom, 
where  Ues  the  undeveloped  germ  of  the  doctrine  of  immortality. 
The  new  faith  triumphed  in  part  over  the  old ;  for  Job  silenced 
bis  opponents.    In  the  fierce  conflict  between  themi  the  popalar 
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belief  lost  ground ;  although  the  writer  could  not  rise  to  a  clear 
belief  of  immortality.  Thus  the  question  is  so  far  cleared  up 
under  the  religious  ethics  of  the  mmstrel-philosopher  as  to  pre- 
vent despair  and  to  silence  murmuring  at  the  inequalities  of  the 
divine  dispensations.  The  suffering  righteous  are  not  left  with- 
out comfort.  Though  the  design  of  afflictions  in  the  case  of  the 
upright  be  not  known,  they  should  lead  to  the  entire  submission 
of  the  heart  to  Jehovah — to  a  perfect  faith  in  the  wisdom,  as 
well  as  the  justice,  of  the  most  High.  It  is  a  marvellous  ad- 
vance on  the  part  of  the  gifted  poet  mto  the  domain  of  religious 
knowledge  to  shew  that  piety  may  be  disinterested.  It  is  true, 
that  this  is  not  presented  in  the  purest  form ;  yet  it  does 
appear  in  the  example  of  Job.  The  virtuous  spirit  can  arrive  at 
no  ulterior  point  even  under  the  New  Testament.  In  this 
respect  the  writer  tends  toward  that  exalted  Christianity  so 
beautifully  described  by  John,  in  which  the  believer  loves  God 
because  He  is  love ;  not  because  He  has  a  reward  to  bestow  in  a 
future  world.  An  outward  and  carnal  dispensation  could  not 
exhibit  such  love  of  God  in  Christ  Jesus :  the  writer  approaches 
it  in  setting  forth  the  disinterestedness  of  Job's  piety. 

From  these  remarks  it  will  be  seen,  that  the  main  result  at 
which  the  poet  arrives  is  solely  a  negative  one.  He  shews  the 
problem  to  be  simply  insoluble.  This,  however,  is  an  important 
advance  beyond  the  Psalms.  He  transfers  it  from  the  region  of 
speculation  to  that  of  faith,  and  puts  an  end  to  the  discussion  for 
ever  by  proving  it  to  be  both  intellectually  and  morally  beyond 
the  grasp  of  man.  But  though  the  result  be  negative,  it  is  not 
without  a  positive  element.  So  far  it  is  practical.  A  firm 
adherence  to  the  wisdom  and  righteousness  of  God  is  incidcated. 
This  is  the  main  conclusion  of  the  dialectic  poem  before  us. 
What  points  beyond  it  is  not  expressly  stated.  Yet  there  is  a 
glimmering  anticipation  of  a  higher  and  hidden  solution  of  the 
mystery  outside  the  circle  of  man's  vision.  Not  till  heaven  be 
opened  by  Christianity,  where  mankind  may  see  their  Father 
more  nearly,  can  this  faith  of  submission  to  the  divine  arrange- 
ments become  a  satisfying  principle  which  blesses  the  immortal 
spirit  in  communion  with  Him.  Care  should  be  taken  not  to 
represent  Mosaism  and  the  later  doctrine  of  future  judgment  as 
antagonistic  in  themselves.  The  former  had  no  distinct  reference 
to  immortality,  and  therefore  gave  occasion  to  selfish  views  of 
religion.  It  wanted  what  was  subsequently  revealed.  It  was 
an  initiatory  institution  adapted  to  the  Jewish  mind  in  a  certain 
age.  Objective  and  sensuous,  it  deterred  men  from  evil,  and 
prompted  them  to  good,  by  earthly  considerations.  But  even 
in  this  the  later  doctrine  of  Scripture  did  not  contradict  it.  It 
only  advanced  farther.     Future  rewards  and  punishments  were 
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brought  out  to  view  under  the  new  economy :  under  the  Mosaic 
they  were  simply  unknown.  The  law  was  silent  respecting 
them :  it  did  not  deny  that  they  would  be.  This  silence  of  the 
law  led  to  the  notion  that  calamity  in  the  present  life  was 
merely  retributive. 

Let  us  see  particularly  how  the  theme  is  developed.  Great 
skilly  with  true  poetic  spirit,  is  displayed  in  the  manner  of  its 
treatment.  A  prologue  introduces  the  subject  to  the  reader's 
attention.  According  to  it  an  eminently  pious  man  is  sud- 
denly overtaken  by  misfortune.  Satan  has  got  permission  to 
afflict  him.  But  though  he  is  the  immediate  author  of  Job's 
calamities,  the  allegorical  scene  in  heaven  intimates  that 
God  intends  a  trial  of  the  sufferer's  virtue.  Notwithstanding 
the  loss  of  all  his  property  and  children,  as  well  as  a  severe 
disease  affecting  his  person,  and  the  evil  suggestion  of  his  wife, 
the  godly  man  continues  true  te  the  Lord.  Three  friends  come 
to  console  him.  Their  long  silence,  aa  they  sit  regarding  him 
with  feelings  of  pity,  irritates  his  spirit.  He  breaks  the  silence 
in  language  of  impassioned  complaint,  cursing  the  day  of  his 
birth.  Here  is  an  indirect  accusation  of  the  divine  justice 
in  the  government  of  the  world,  provoking  the  friends  to  reply 
to  his  irreverent  words.  A  discussion  commences  between 
him  and  the  speakers  respecting  the  cause  of  the  sufferings 
endured  by  the  righteous.  The  argument  is  conducted  in  the 
form  of  a  dialogue  or  controversy.  The  substance  of  what  the 
three  allege  is,  that  misery  always  presupposes  guilt — that 
every  one  who  is  punished  in  this  life  is  punished  for  his  sins — 
and  that  therefore  he  is  suffering  the  just  consequence  of  great 
crime.  They  look  upon  the  outward  state  of  men  as  the  index 
and  evidence  of  the  favour  or  displeasure  of  God.  Hence  they 
exhort  Job  to  repent  of  his  fi^t. 

The  reply  of  the  sufferer  is  that  he  is  upright,  and  is  there- 
fore hardly  dealt  with  by  God  who  afflicts  l^th  the  righteous 
and  wickea.  Confident  of  the  justice  of  his  cause  he  avows  his 
hope  and  conviction  that  Jehovah  will  hereafter  appear  as  the 
vindicator  of  his  innocence ;  and  reproaches  the  friends  with 
advancing  unjust  charges  against  him  to  ingratiate  themselves 
with  the  Almighty. 

The  interest  of  the  narrative  increases  as  the  speakers  become 
warmer  and  more  impetuous.  At  first  they  are  cautious  in  their 
assertions;  but  are  gradually  less  guarded.  Their  statements 
become  wider  and  more  sweeping.  Thus  at  the  commencement 
the  three  merely  insinuate  that  Job's  afflictions  must  have  been 
caused  by  great  sins :  by  and  bye  they  openly  charge  him  with 
secret  crimes.  Speaking  with  greater  asperity  they  repeat  their 
charges  of  impiety  against  Job  more  strongly.     Li  the  same 
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manner,  the  sufferer's  defence,  mild  and  moderate  at  first,  be- 
comes more  vehement.  He  asserts  his  innocence  with  greater 
confidence,  denies  the  frequency  of  the  divine  judgments  on 
wicked  men,  and  maintains  that  if  God  himself  were  to  erect  a 
tribunal  he  woidd  be  acquitted  there.  With  consummate  ability 
the  same  sentiments,  differently  expressed  according  to  the  age 
and  character  of  the  three  friends,  are  put  into  their  mouths. 
Eliphaz,  the  oldest,  takeis  the  lead,  speakmg  with  most  dignity 
and  importance.  Bildad  has  more  sharpness  and  warmth,  but 
less  fullness  and  skill  in  arguinff.  Zophar,  the  youngest,  begins 
violently,  but  soon  becomes  wee^  and  tame. 

The  language  of  the  parties  should  not  be  narrowly  scanned 
as  if  it  were  prose.  We  should  also  remember  its  adaptation 
to  the  exciting  situation  of  the  speakers,  who  are  not  always 
right,  though  uttering  many  just  and  true  sentiments.  The 
friends  err  in  supposing  that  the  sufferings  of  the  righteous  in 
this  life  are  invariably  the  result  of  crimes  on  their  part.  By 
arguing  that  sins  are  always  punished  and  virtue  edways  re- 
warded  with  adyersity  and  proeperity  re-^tively,  they  are 
open  to  animadversion.  Job  is  also  wrong  m  maintaining  his 
integrity  so  strongly  as  to  accuse  God  of  injustice  in  the  moral 
government  of  the  world.  He  rebels  occasionally  against  the 
righteous  administration  of  the  Almighty,  because  he  has  wit- 
nessed the  frequent  prosperity  of  the  wicked,  and  is  unable 
to  see  in  his  own  case  why  the  Deity  should  grievously  smite. 
Though  he  has  the  advantage  of  his  opponents  in  the  argument, 
he  takes  a  superficial  view  of  sin,  and  has  an  exaggerated  idea 
of  his  innocence. 

The  friends  are  put  to  silence,  so  that  Zophar  ventures  to  say 
nothing  in  the  third  series  of  the  controversy.  Here  a  new 
disputant  steps  forward.  Elihu  as  a  young  man  had  waited 
till  Job  and  his  friends  had  finished  speaking.  He  undertakes 
to  shew  that  both  parties  were  wrong ;  the  friends  in  maintain- 
ing that  greater  sufferings  imply  greater  crimes  and  are  always 
a  punishment  for  sins  committed ;  the  former  in  arguing  with 
the  Almighty  and  calling  His  justice  in  question.  He  adduces 
some  thoughts  on  the  disciplinary  nature  of  calamities.  AiOic- 
tion  is  intended  to  correct  men  by  shewing  their  inherent  sin- 
fidness,  and  leading  to  the  exercise  of  a  simple  trust  in  God, 
who  removes  the  affliction  when  it  has  produced  humility. 
The  goodness  as  well  as  the  justice  of  the  Almighty  may  be 
discerned  in  suffering,  when  it  points  the  righteous  to  a  higher 
worldly  happiness.  All  creation  shews  the  power  and  justice  of 
the  Almighty ;  how  then  can  a  man  assert  that  he  suffers  in- 
nocently P 

Jehovah  now  appears  and  speaks  out  of  the  whirlwind,  point- 
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ing  out  how  foolishly  Job  had  questioned  the  divine  justice. 
The  sufferer  submits  to  God,  and  repents  of  his  sin.  He  bows 
in  lowliness  of  spirit  before  the  Divine  Majesty.  The  three 
inends  are  reproved  for  maintaining  that  there  is  an  invariable 
connection  between  external  condition  and  the  state  of  the  heart 
towards  God ;  as  well  as  for  their  harsh  treatment  of  a  friend 
in  distress. 

It  is  very  probable  that  the  Israelites  did  not  attach  much 
importance  at  first  to  this  grand  poem.  It  had  no  canonical 
authority  when  it  was  written.  Rather  was  it  looked  ux)on  as  an 
artificial  and  mx)fane  composition.  Yet  it  should  not  be  thence 
inferred  with  Kenan  ^  that  great  freedom  was  taken  with  its  text ; 
or  that  copies  were  not  alike,  because  each  person  introduced 
into  them  something  after  his  own  taste.  This  is  not  the  right 
manner  of  accountins^  for  a  number  of  singularities  in  the  text. 
The  difficulties  which  are  now  insurmountable  did  not  spring 
from  early  copyists  disfiguring  the  logical  sequence  of  the  dis-> 
courses  by  their  officious  meddling.  To  expect  with  Henan  that 
if  old  autnorities  were  now  found,  they  would  shew  a  better  text 
than  the  present,  is  vain  assumption.  In  a  few  cases  alone 
should  the  higher  criticism  be  applied  to  the  text  of  the  book, 
which  has  simered  no  more  than  other  sacred  poems  from  the 
hands  of  the  copyists.  Probably  it  has  been  less  corrupted 
than  most* 

The  science  of  the  book  is  exactly  in  harmonv  with  the\ 
genius  of  the  Semitic  peoples,  who  are  characterised  by  the 
absence  of  scientific  instinct.  A  severe  monotheism  shuts  up 
man  within  the  continual  thougnt  ot  his  powerlessness,  ex- 
cluding metaphysical  speculation  and  consequently  all  ap* 
proach  to  a  refined  theology.  Accordingly  the  system  of 
the  world  presented  in  the  poem  is  very  simple :  God  the 
Creator  and  universal  Agent  animates  all  beings  with  His 
breath  and  produces  at  *once  all  the  phenomena  of  nature. 
Angels  form  His  court  around  him,  pure  and  holy;  among 
whom,  however,  one  accuser  sometimes  appears.  Semitic 
meteorology  is  conditioned  and  determined  by  the  same  rigid 
monotheism.  The  clouds  and  the  space  above  them  are  the 
habitation  and  special  domain  of  God,  who  governs  everything 
thence.  There  are  the  reservoirs ;  His  arsenals,  pavilions. 
Thence  He  fetches  storms,  making  them  His  messengers  in 
dealing  out  retribution.  Thunder  is  always  viewed  as  a  theo- 
phany,  marking  the  descent  of  God  to  earth.  The  noise  of  it 
is  His  voice.  Lightning  is  His  light ;  and  the  electric  flame  the 
arrows  hurled  from  His  hand.     In  all  this  there  is  no  trace  of 

1  Le  tivre  da  Job,  pp.  lTiii.-lzi. 
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the  great  idea  expressed  by  laws  of  nature — ^the  basis  of  modem 
philc^ophy.  Everything  is  miracle.  Admiration  peoples  the 
world  with  marvels.  The  character  of  greatness  is  attributed  to 
what  is  inexplicable;  and  therefore  everything  whose-  cause 
is  imknown  is  a  motive  for  man's  humiliation  and  the  divine 
glory.  Even  in  the  monstrous  and  obscure  God  is  seen.  Thus 
animals  shew  in  some  respects  the  power  of  Deity  better  than 
man,  because  they  are  in  more  direct  dependence  on  ELim ;  while 
reason  and  liberty  are  in  partial  rebellion.  Ignorance  is  a  wor- 
ship; curiosity  an  outrage.  How  different  this  is  from  the 
Aryan  characteristics  need  not  be  described.  Among  the  pri- 
mitive Aryans  nature  was  peopled  with  life.  Every  element 
became  a  divinity.  •  The  tendency  to  polytheism  and  mytho- 
logy was  involved  in  this  conception  of  nature ;  yet  a  scientific, 
metaphysical  spirit  was  fostered.  Instead  of  being  shut  up  in 
the  narrow  circle  of  an  undeveloped  Monotheism  they  looked 
iuto  the  causes  of  things.  They  had  an  idea  of  the  laws  of 
nature-^ 

X.  Job  xrx.  25-27. — Much  has  been  written  on  the  meaning 
of  this  passage.    Opinions  respecting  it  may  be  reduced  to  three. 

1.  Some  regard  it  as  a  noble  confession  of  faith  in  the  Re- 
deemer. This  has  been  held  by  Pfeiffer,  Schultens>  Michaelis, 
Velthusen,  Bosenmuller,  Drs.  Uood^  Hales  and  J.  P.  Smith. 
Those  who  do  so  usually  think  that  the  words  imply  a  beUef 
in  the  resurrection  and  judgment. 

It  is  not  easv  to  gather  together  any  tangible  evidence  on 
behalf  of  this  nypothesis.     One  thing  relied  on  is  the  word 

Hedeemer,  7fe?ll .  The  term  properly  means  blood-avenger  or 
kinsman.  It  is  no  where  else  applied  to  the  Messiah,  though 
often  used  of  God  as  redeeming  and  delivering  Israel  from  the 
bondage  of  Egypt,  from  the  Babylonian  exile,  etc.,  Ex.  vi.  6 ; 
Is.  xliii.  1 ;  xlviii.  20,  etc.  Even  granting  that  the  term  may 
be  appropriated  to  the  Messiah  in  one  place  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment, it  does  not  follow  that  such  is  its  sense  in  the  Old. 
It  signifies  deliverer  or  vindicator  in  the  passage  before  us, 
meaning  the  Almighty.  The  erroneous  translation,  "at  the 
last  [day]  he  will  arise  [in  judgment]  upon  dust  [mankind],*' 
has  contributed  to  support  the  same  hypothesis.  The  last  day 
is  not  intimated.  Neither  is  his  arising  in  judgment  or  triumph. 
Nor  does  ^S7  dust  mean  mankind  or  the  ruins  of  mortality.     In 

like  manner,  the  view  has  been  favoured  by  the  improper  ver- 
sion even  from  my  fleshy  instead  of  without  flesh.  It  is  the  ex- 
treme of  perverted  interpretation  to  find  the  incarnation  in  the 
passage  as  well  as  the  resurrection.    That  a  Jew  could  have  held 

1  Benan,  Le  Uvre  de  Job,  p.  Ixriii.  et  seqq. 
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the  Christian  doctrine  of  the  Messiah's  incarnation  is  a  singular 
assertion,  betraying  total  ignorance  of  the  genius  of  Mosaism 
and  of  the  Old  Testament  generally.  The  patriarchs  had  no 
conception  of  the  resurrection  of  the  body.  The  idea  of  it  was 
unknown  to  them.  Their  faith  did  not  even  embrace  a  belief 
in  the  immortality  of  the  soul.  Let  the  passage  be  tortured  as 
it  will,  to  bring  the  doctrines  of  the  incarnation  and  resurrection 
out  of  it  implies  their  previous  insertion,  in  the  face  of  reason 
and  hermeneutics. 

The  passage  xiv.  7- IS  has  also  been  adduced. as  a  proof  that 
the  writer  of  the  book  was  acquainted  with  the  doctrine  of 
the  resurrection  of  the  body.  "For  there  is  hope  of  a  tree 
if  it  be  cut  down,  that  it  will  sprout  again,  and  that  the 
tender  branch  thereof  wiU  not  cease.  Though  the  root  thereof 
wax  old  in  the  earth,  and  the  stock  thereof  die  in  the  ground, 

Jet  through  the  scent  of  water  it  will  bud,  and  bring  forth 
oughs  like  a  plant.  But  man  dieth  and  wasteth  away :  yea, 
man  giveth  up  the  ghost,  and  where  is  he  P  As  the  waters  fail 
from  the  sea,  and  the  flood  decayeth  and  drieth  up:  so  man 
lieth  down  and  riseth  not :  till  the  heavens  be  no  more  they 
shall  not  awake  nor  be  raised  out  of  their  sleep.''  The  sense 
here  is,  not  that  man  should  continue  in  the  grave  only  till  the 
heavens  should  pass  away,  and  then  awake  after  their  dissolu- 
tion, to  a  new  life ;  but  that  he  should  never  awake,  since 
everlasting  duration  is  elsewhere  attributed  to  the  heavens  (Ps. 
Ixxxix.  36,  37 ;  cxlviii.  6 ;  Jer.  xxxi.  36).  The  fate  of  a  tree 
is  said  to  be  better  than  that  of  man ;  which  it  would  not  be, 
if  the  place  teaches  the  resurrection  to  life. 

2.  Others  think  that  Job  expresses  his  firm  conviction  that 
God  willyet  appear  even  in  this  life  as  the  avenger  of  his  inno- 
cence. l?hough  reduced  to  a  mere  skeleton,  his  skin  broken  to 
Sieces  and  his  flesh  disappearing  through  the  consuming  in- 
uence  of  disease,  he  shall  yet  l^hold  (Jod.  Accordingly  this 
expectation  is  fulfilled.  His  integrity  is  vindicated  by  the  ap- 
pearance of  God. 

In  favour  of  this  view,  are  alleged  the  declarations  of  Job  in 
other  places,  as  vii.  8,  9 ;  x.  20-22 ;  xiv.  7-15 ;  xvii.  11-16, 
which  express  no  belief  in  the  existence  of  a  future  state ;  the 
fact  that  neither  Elihu  alludes  to  a  future  life  of  retribution  as  a 
source  of  consolation,  nor  God  himself;  and  that  the  Jewish  com- 
mentators in  searching  for  proofs  of  the  doctrine  of  a  future  life 
do  not  adduce  this  passage.     Of  more  weight  are  the  objections 

founded  on  the  language;  for  *\BS)'vV  refers  to  the  grave  or 

sepulchre  elsewhere  ui  the  book,  xvii.  16 ;  xx.  11 ;  xxi.  26.     It 

is  more  natural  therefore  to  apply  the  phrase  to  the  grave  than 

VOL.  n.  16 
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to  the  wasting  process  of  disease — to  explain  it  in  contrast  to 
the  twenty-sixtn  verse,  rather  than  by  xli.  25.  In  like  manner, 
the  words  "  after  my  skin/'  etc.  etc.,  are  more  cousonant  to 
deprivation  of  life  than  extreme  emaciation.^ 

3.  We  hold  that  the  hope  of  Job  here  expressed  refers  to  his 
seeing  God  after  death  as  a  yindicator  of  nis  integrity.  The 
sufferer  clings  to  the  belief  that  even  beyond  death  he  should 
behold  the  Deity  attesting  his  innocence. 

This  yiew  agrees  best  with  the  words  of  the  passage.  Nor  is 
it  discordant  with  anything  else  in  the  book.  The  passages 
xvii.  13-16;  xiv.  13-15;  xvi.  18-25  imply  no  more  than  that 
the  speaker  conceived  of  himself  in  the  future  as  in  a  dark  and 
joyless  subterranean  abode,  the  shadow  of  this  present  life. 
Beyond  this  life  there  was  nothing  but  an  indistinct  and 
shadowy  existence.  All  that  can  be  deduced  &om  them  on  the 
part  of  the  speaker  was  that  he  had  a  dim  foreboding  of  future 
existence,  which  could  afford  no  consolation  to  the  mind.  There 
was  nothing  distinct,  clear,  or  definite  in  the  idea ;  for  Sheol 
was  conceived  to  be  a  land  of  Gihadows.  In  the  passage  before 
us  the  hope  of  Job  penetrate^  beyond  this  Umit.  Though 
the  general  drift  of  the  book  may  warrant  no  higher  belief  than 
what  is  expressed  in  other  places,  it  is  not  ceased  to  a  hiffher. 
It  may  occur  in  a  solitary  passage  and  be  prominent  tnere, 
without  being  adduced  elsewhere ;  especially  as  it  does  not  ^Ive 
the  general  problem  because  it  is  not  a  future  state  o/  retribution. 
The  Delief  expressed  is  merely  that  of  the  soul's  separate,  con- 
scious existence  after  death.  The  hope  of  Job  is  therefore  re- 
presented as  piercing  through  the  shades  of  Sheol,  and  rising 
to  a  belief  in  life  beyond  the  grave.  The  soul  of  the  sufferer 
will  Uve  after  his  body  has  dissolved  in  dust.  In  a  momeAt 
of  unusual  inspiration  the  poet  brings  forth  this  precious 
thought,  which  soon  disappears  again.  The  idea  was  an 
extempore  flight  of  faith,  which  hetd  no  influence  in  resolving 
the  problem  discussed  in  the  book ;  for  the  issue  of  the  whole 
is  that  Job  sees  God  on  this  side  the  grave  and  receives  a^ 
attestation  of  his  integrity.  As  a  reward  of  his  faith  the 
Deity  comes  down  to  him  in  love  before  his  dying,  to  declare 
his  innocence  of  the  crimes  laid  to  his  charge.  Thus  the 
solution  does  not  advance  beyond  the  point  contained  in  the 
Pentateuch. 

From  these  remarks  it  will  be  seen,  that  while  we  reject  the 
Messianic  exposition  of  the  passage  involving  the  doctrine  of 
resurrection  and  general  judgment,  we  also  reject  the  view 
which  finds  nothing  more  than  a  firm  assurance  of  God's  future 

^  See  Koyes  on  the  book  of  Job,  p.  144  et  seqq.,  second  edition. 
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viudication  of  JoVs  integrihr  from  the  unjust  accusationB  of 
his  friends  before  he  died.  It  appears  more  natural  to  remrd 
the  passage  aa  expressing  an  expectation  of  immortaHty.  ^e 
spirit  of  Job  pierces  into  futurity,  beyond  Sheol ;  and  con- 
fidently hopes  for  a  vision  of  God  interposing  to  assert  his 
righteousness.  At  this  particular  crisis  his  faith  penetrated 
farther  into  the  future  than  before.  The  poet  who  puts  such 
language  into  Job's  mouth  was  not  aware  ot  the  extent  of  mean- 
ing to  which  a  cahn  thinker  might  carry  out  his  words :  his 
haoitual  ideas  of  a  future  state  were  those  of  his  age  and  nation ; 
as  we  may  infer  from  the  fact,  that  other  passages  present  the 
ordinary  ideas  of  ^oel  in  and  considerably  after  the  Solomonic 
age,  and  Aat  the  noble  pearl  exposed  to  Yiew  here  is  seen  no 
wnere  else  in  the  book.  It  was  therefore  a  fn&mentarf/  out- 
burst and  triumph  of  faith  on  the  part  of  Ae  in^ired  poet ; 
not  a  settled  and  serious  belief.  The  doctrine  of  immortality 
gleams  forth  in  the  passage  like  a  solitary  star  in  the  darkness, 
breaking  out  at  once  to  the  view  of  the  admiring  beholder ; 
bat  only  to  be  hid  immediately  in  surrounding  clouds  and 
shadows. 

We  are  glad  to  be  confirmed  in  our  (ypinion  by  the  authority 
of  Ewald,  Vaihinger,  Umbreit,  Hupfeld,  Hoelemann,  Koenig, 
and  Delitzsdu 

It  is  rery  unfortunate  tiiat  the  English  version  of  tiie  para* 
graph  should  be  so  incorrect  as  to  prevent  the  true  sense  from 
being  seen.  The  following  is  offered  as  literal  and  faitiiful  to 
the  original : — 

**  Bat  I  Vnov,  my  Tindkator  liveB, 
And  the  las^  he  will  arise  over  the  dust; 
Yea,  after  my  skin,  when  this  [body]  ia  destroyed, 
Sron  without  my  iesh  shall  I  see  (W ; 
Yea,  I  shall  see  aim  for  myself ; 
Mine  eyes  shall  behold  him,  none  other  [shall  ^  so] ; 
My  reins  pine  away  [with  longing]  withm  me." 

|1*^(1K  should  not  be  taken  as  a  no«ui,  of  wMeh  there  is  no 
examine  elsewhere.  It  is  properly  an  adjectiye ;  and  is  so  used 
here.  We  cannot  therefore  adopt  Ewald^s  jYiitfAmanf^— after- 
man — a  noun  in  apposition  with  OoeL  To  suppose  any  allusion 
in  it  to  Messiah's  incarnation  is  anti-Jewish.  The  Jews  never 
tiiought  of  Messiah  as  properly  divine  or  Qod.  Their  mono- 
theism would  have  revolted  against  the  idea.  Messiah  is  never 
presented  as  God  in  the  Old  Testament. 

XI.  Job  XIV.  13-16. — ^'  Oh  that  tiiou  wouldest  hide  me  in  the 
grave,  that  thou  wouldest  keep  me  secret,  until  thy  wrath  be  past, 
that  thou  wouldest  appoint  me  a  set  tune,  and  remember  me  I 
If  a  man  die,  shall  he  live  again  P    All  the  days  of  my  iqypointed 
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« 

time  will  I  wait,  till  my  chane;e  come.  Thou  shalt  cally  and  I 
will  answer  thee  :  thou  wilt  have  a  desire  to  the  work  of  thine 
hands.''  The  thirteenth  yerse  expresses  a  wish  that  Job's  abode 
in  the  gloomy  region  of  the  dead  may  not  be  everlasting,  but 
that,  deTivered  from  the  under  world,  he  may  be  permitted  to 
return  to  a  new  life.  Separated  from  life  he  seems  cut  off  from 
God's  remembrance.  But  the  first  hemistich  of  the  fourteenth 
yerse  starts  an  objection  to  the  possibility  of  the  wish  uttered  in 
the  thirteenth  bemg  fulfilled.  He  reflects  that  he  is  but  a  man, 
who  when  dead  cannot  be  remembered  by  God.  Can  he  that 
dies,  liye  P  The  seeond  member  of  the  fourteenth  yerse  refers 
immediately  to  the  thirteenth.  The  wish  already  uttered  breaks 
forth  again,  and  the  speaker  thinks  of  its  fulfilment.  He  says 
that  he  will  wait  all  the  days  of  his  appointed  warfare — his 
time  of  abode  on  earth  and  in  the  realms  of  Hades — ^till  his 
change  come — i.e.,  till  he  be  reKeyed  from  that  service  below. 
The  fifteenth  yerse  is  explanatory  of  the  way  in  which  the 
change  will  take  place.  *'Thou  shalt  call  and  I  will  follow 
thee ;  thou  wilt  have  a  desire  after  the  work  of  thine  own 
hands  ;'^  as  if  God  cannot  suffer  His  own  creatures  to  perish. 
Thus  Job.  wavers  between  despair  and  confidence.  Sometimes 
he  is  struck  with  the  idea  that  man  is  never  resuscitated;  at 
other  times  he  thinks  that  God  might  recal  him  to  life,  and 
compares  himself  in  Hades  to  a  soldier  on  duty  waiting  to  be 
relieved.  It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that  the  passage  expresses 
the  same  hope  of  immortality  as  that  in  xix.  25-27.  It  does  not, 
however,  imply  a  clear  perception  of  that  doctrine.  All  that  is 
intimated  is  a  groping  after  it — a  passing  conception  of  man's 
immortality,  after  release  from  Hades.  The  poet  shrinks  from 
the  thought  of  an  eternal  separation  from  God ;  and  therefore 
he  speaks  as  if  he  felt  it  could  not  take  place,  llie  belief  of  im- 
mortality dawned  indistinctly  on  his  mind — or  rather  it  flitted 
across  it  with  a  momentaiy  gleam  of  light  overshadowing,  for 
the  time,  the  conviction  of  his  reason.  He  had  therefore  arrived 
at  the  very  verge  of  a  region  where  the  problem  agitating  his 
soul  would  have  been  fiiUy  solved ;  yea  he  crossed  the  frontier 
by  yielding  to  the  momentary  impulse  of  the  divinity  that 
stirred  within  him.  An  outburst  of  his  higher  nature  led  him 
to  the  dim  apprehension  of  immortal  life.^ 

XII.  Job  xyi.  18,  19.-—"  O  earth,  cover  not  thou  my  blood, 
and  let  my  cry  have  no  place.  Also  now,  behold,  my  witness  is 
in  heaven,  and  my  record  is  on  hiffh."  Some  find  in  these  verses 
also  the  hope  or  anticipation  of  immortality.  The  meaning  of 
them  appears  to  be,  "  May  I,  if  I  must  die  innocent,  obtain  after 

'    I  See  Bibliotheca  Sacra  for  May  and  August,  1849 ;  article,  Spirituality  of  th4 
book  qf  Job, 
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my  deatfi  the  recognition  of  my  integrity.  Even  now  there  is 
a  silent  witness  in  heaven  perfectly  conscious  of  my  innocence.'* 
Job  expects  to  be  justified  by  God,  who  knows  his  integrity. 
Does  he  expect  it  in  the  present  lifeP  So  we  infer  from  the 
twenty-second  verse.  He  looks  for  it  soon,  even  before  his  ap- 
proaching end,  beUeving  that  he  may  Uve  to  see  the  testimony 
of  God  on  his  behalf.  It  was  not  necessary  that  the  acquittal 
should  be  delayed  till  after  his  death.  He  hopes  that  his  wish 
may  be  antecedently  fulfilled.  If  this  interpretation  be  correct, 
the  passage  expresses  no  hope  of  immortality  on  the  part  of  the 
speaker. 

XIII.  Job  XXII.  15-20. — ^Among  the  many  sentiments  incor- 
rectly found  in  the  book  of  Job  is  a  reference  to  the  former 
destruction  of  the  world  by  water  and  to  its  final  dissolution  by 
fire,  said  to  have  been  prophesied  by  Enoch  before  the  delu^, 
and  to  have  been  known  to  Noah,  who  transmitted  it  to  his 
family  ;  and  therefore  it  was  subsequently  communicated  to  Job 
and  his  friends.  In  the  last  speech  of  Eliphaz  we  find  the 
following  (xxii.  15-20) : — 

Wilt  thou  hold  fSast  the  old  way 

Which  wicked  men  have  trodden, 

Who  were  cast  in  chains  before  the  time, 

Whoee  firm  foundation  became  a  flowing  stream, 

Who  said  unto  God  **  depart  from  us," 

And  what  can  the  Almignty  do  for  diem  ? 

Yet  he  filled  their  houses  with  blessing. 

^ay  the  counsel  of  the  wicked  be  fiir  from  me.) 

The  righteous  shall  see  it  and  rejoice. 

The  innocent  shall  laugh  them  to  scorn. 

"  Truly  our  adversarieB  are  destroyed, 

The  fire  has  consumed  what  they  leftr" 

Here  Job  is  warned,  lest  in  his  sinful  obstinacy  he  should  be 
like  the  sinners  of  the  old  world  who  suffered  premature  destruc- 
tion. The  expression  a  flowing  stream  may  perhaps  refer  to  the 
flood,  but  more  probably  to  Sodom  and  Gomorrah,  who  were 
desolated  by  a  fiery  flood.  The  language  of  the  impious  people 
is  given  in  the  words  used  before  by  Job.  The  righteous,  it  is 
said,  will  rejoice  at  the  fate  of  such  as  follow  the  path  of  the 
old  sinners ;  and  their  speech  is  given,  in  which  they  triumph 
over  the  fall  of  the  wicked.  Hales  unwarrantably  supplies 
Noah  to  innocent  (the  innocent  Noah  derided  them),  and 
brings  forth  the  far-fetched,  false  meaning,  as  if  Noah  had 
said.  Though  this  judgment  by  water,  nowever  universal, 
may  not  so  thorouffluy  purge  the  earth  as  that  iniquity  shall 
not  spring  up  again  and  wicked  men  abound,  yet  Know  that 
a  final  judgment  by  fire  will  utterly  consume  me  remnant  of 
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such  sinnerB  as  shall  then  be  found  alive,  along  with  the  earth 
itself!!^ 

The  fire  refers  to  the  manner  in  which  some  of  JoVs  posses- 
sions were  destroyed,  and  denotes  the  fiery  stream  that  over- 
whelmed the  cities  of  the  plain.  The  remnant  of  sinners  is  a 
thing  unknown  to  the  passage,  the  word  denoting  panesaionf, 
i0hat  is  m%. 

XIV.  Views  given  of  Satan  and  Angels. — ^The  view  given 
of  &at(m  in  the  book  is  peculiar.  He  is  not  certainlv  a  sociable 
spirit,  one  of  the  sons  of  God  with  whom  the  Almighty  holds 

fracious  discourse;  as  Herder,  Ugen,  and  Eichhom  suppose, 
[e  is  both  evil  and  suspicious,  the  accuser  and  tempter  oi  man. 
f  et  he  appears  in  the  assembly  of  the  angels  in  heaven.  The 
Almighty  addresses  and  interrogates  him  there.  He  receives 
permission  to  torment  Job  to  a  certain  extent.  There  is  no 
impassable  gulf  between  good  and  bad  spirits.  The  kingdom 
of  Satan  is  not  separated  from  the  kingdom  of  U^ht  by  an 
infinite  ohasm.  The  great  evil  spirit  is  not  at  the  nead  of  an 
innumerable  host  of  spirits,  malevolent  like  himself,  whom  he 
employs  as  instruments  of  evil.  Ministering  spirits  do  not  wait 
upon  him.  He  is  admitted  alone  into  the  divine  assembly  in 
heaven.  He  is  not  an  independent  sovereign,  possessing  power 
of  his  own ;  but  mingles  with  a  throng  oi  spirits  who  are  re- 
presented generally  as  capable  of  falling,  for  we  read,  "  He  put 
no  trust  in  his  servants  ;  and  his  angek  he  charged  with  folly" 
(iv.  18) ;  and  again,  "  He  trusts  not  his  holy  ones  (t.^.,  the  good 
spirits),  and  the  heavens"  etc.  (xv.  16).  The  different  spirits 
and  powers  are  regarded  as  all  serving  Jehovah  in  peace  after 
he  has  made  repose  and  imion  among  them  (xxv.  2).  This 
description  of  Satan  differs  from  the  later  development  of  the 
national  belief  respecting  him,  where  he  appears  at  the  head 
of  a  host  of  evil  spirits  completely  isolated  from  the  good 
ones.  The  one  host  is  inseparably  divided  fix>m  the  other ;  and 
Satan  possesses  more  independence  and  power,  as  well  as 
greater  malignity.  The  good  angels  are  only  good,  incapable 
of  erring.  How  this  separation  into  two  kingdoms  came  to  be 
made  we  can  only  conjecture.  There  is  no  internal  probability 
of  its  being  a  purely  Hebrew  development.  Rather  does  it  bear 
the  form  of  Eastern  Asiatic  influence — of  the  kingdom  of  dark- 
ness and  light  among  the  Persians  and  others.  Ahriman  ruled 
over  the  wicked  Dews  as  their  chief.  When  the  Zoroastrian 
doctrine  spread  among  the  Hebrews,  it  materally  affected  their 
ideas  of  the  angels  and  Satan.  This  may  have  been  before  the 
Babylonian  captivity.     Oriental  mythology  had  not  to  wait  till 

^  See  Halee's  Analyms  of  Chronology,  toI.  u.  book  i.  pp.  Ill,  112. 
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th^i  for  its  influence  over  Hebrew  thought.  If  it  had,  Satan 
would  not  be  described  in  this  work  as  entering  into  the  as- 
sembly of  the  angels  of  God,  and  being  like  them  a  servant  to 
execute  the  divine  will.  The  Jews  were  iiot  yet  anxious  to 
absolve  the  Deity  from  the  immediate  production  of  evil.  Hence 
we  read  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  1,  that  the  Lord  moved  David 
against  Israel  to  say,  "  Go,  number  Israel  and  Judah.''  It  is 
needless  to  observe,  that  the  conversation  with  Satan  is  not 
paralleled  by  the  address  of  Micaiah  to  Ahab  (1  Kings  xxii. 
19-23),  in  which  he  states  how  a  lying  spirit  offered  to  deceive 
the  prophets  of  the  king.  It  is  not  tne  conversation  itself  be- 
tween God  and  Satan  wliich  is  singular ;  that  is  simply  a 
poetical  representation ;  but  it  is  the  kind  of  Satan  who  appears 
and  acts  that  excites  attention ;  since  he  is  different  from  the 
being  so  called  in  later  times.  In  vain  does  Schlottmann^  try 
to  shew  that  there  is  nothing  peculiar  about  the  Satan  of  the 
prologue,  but  that  he  is  just  the  same  person  as  appears  in 
later  books;  the  difference  is  too  perceptible  to  be  explained 
away.  The  writer  of  the  poem  had  conceptions  of  the  evil 
spirit  which  do  not  coincide  with  those  of  a  subsequent  time. 

The  view  given  in  the  book  of  angeh  is  also  peculiar  in  some 
respects.  They  are  supposed  to  be  a  kind  of  mediators  who 
intercede  with  God  that  He  should  listen  to  the  prayers  of  mftn. 
They  also  interpret  the  divine  will,  observing  the  conduct  of 
men,  and  pointing  out  the  rieht  path  from  which  they  had 
strayed — ^the  path  appointed  by  God.  We  infer  thus  much 
from  V.  1,  where  we  read,  "  tJnto  which  of  the  holy  ones 
(angels)  canst  thou  turn.''  Here  it  is  implied,  that  angels  bear 
the  requests  of  men  before  God^-that  they  are  intercessors  for 
men  With  Him.  The  same  idea  is  more  plainly  expressed  in 
xxliii.  23,  24,  "  Then  a  messenger  of  God  is  vouchsafed  to  him, 
an  interpreter  from  among  a  uiousand,  to  declare  his  conduct 
to  man.    Then  is  God  mercifbl  to  him  and  saitb.  Save  him  from 

S»ing  down  into  the  pit,  I  have  already  received  a  ransom." 
ere  the  picture  is  that  of  a  sick  iiton  wasting  away  and 
brouffht  to  the  gates  of  death.  When  in  that  condition  an 
angel  becomes  the  interpreter  of  his  soul's  desires,  by  bringing 
the  prayer  of  the  sufferer  before  God  and  interceding  for  him. 
God  is  then  merciful  to  him  and  says,  "  Save  him  from  going 
down  to  the  pit,  I  have  ^ound  a  ransom  in  the  sufferer's  con- 
fession of  gtult;  BO  that  I  shall  no  more  allow  him  to  be 
afflicted  for  his  sin's  sake.''  Thtis  the  aUgels  are  a  sort  of 
mediators  between  man  and  Jehovah — ^intercessors  with  Him 
on  behalf  of  his  accountable  and  si^fdl  creatures.     At  a  later 

1  Dtf  BqcIi  Hiob,  Emleitun^,  p.  88  et  seqq. 
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period,  as  we  see  from  the  Apocrypha  and  New  Testament,  a 
guardian  angel  was  assigned  to  individuals  and  nations.  It  is 
easy  to  perceive  how  such  an  one  would  arise  out  of  the  doctrine 
here  faintly  set  forth.     A  guardian  angel  is  not  meant  in  Job ; 

neither  V  vj5  nor  *nM7&  justifying  that  idea. 

XV.  Internal  Evidbnob  of  the  book  opposed  to  Plbnaby 
Inspiration. — The  book  before  us  presents  a  great  sttmibling- 
block  to  the  advocates  of  what  is  termed  the  plenary  inspiration 
of  Scripture.  Job  refers  to  the  phoenix  (xxix.  18).  He  believes 
in  the  mythological  astronomy  of  the  East  in  which  a  celestial 
dragon  is  represented  ready  to  spring  for  the  purpose  of  devour- 
ing the  sun  and  moon,  which  are  darkened  by  that  means ;  and 
in  enchanters  or  magicians,  having  the  power  to  make  him  rise 
and  so  produce  eclipses : 

Let  them  ctme  it  that  curse  the  day, 

Who  are  able  to  make  the  dragon  rise  up  (iii.  8). 

Yet  he  does  not  escape  the  Almighty's  censure.  His  three 
friends  are  reproved  because  they  did  not  speak  what  was 
right;  althougn  what  they  did  say  is  more  in  accordance 
with  the  rest  of  the  Old  Testament  than  Job's  sentiments. 
The  apostle  Paul  quotes  an  utterance  of  Eliphaz's  with 
the  formula,  for  it  is  written  (1  Cor.  iii.  19).  Thus  the 
speeches  of  the  three  opponents  cannot  be  taken  for  the  word  of 
Cfod;  nor  can  Job's  sentiments  be  accepted  with  unqualified 
approbation.  How  then  are  they  to  be  regarded?  if  they 
are  to  be  approved  only  so  far  as  they  have  the  testimony 
of  God  in  llieir  favour,  or  as  they  agree  with  the  divine  au- 
thority of  Scripture  elsewhere,  we  are  thrown  back  on  a 
criterion  within  us  which  the  advocates  of  a  mechanical  in- 
spiration decry,  t.^.,  our  own  reason.  That  is  the  only  alter- 
native left ;  for  a  proper  external  criterion  of  the  divine  can- 
not be  got  in  this  case.  Such^  however^  is  the  very  standard 
they  wish  for,  and  which  alone  they  adopt.  They  pretend  to 
go  by  outward  criteria,  historical  evidences,  the  analogy  of  faith, 
quotations  of  the  Old  Testament  in  the  New,  etc.,  and  pour 
contempt  on  the  blind  guide  (as  they  call  it)  within  man.  Yet 
they  are  forced  at  times  to  have  recourse  to  reason.  Should  it 
be  said  that  it  is  only  the  writer  of  the  book  who  was  inspired 
and  gave  a  faithful  record  of  all  that  Job  and  his  friends 
uttered,  the  shift  will  not  avail ;  because  the  writer  put  the 
speeches  into  their  mouths.  He  cannot  be  separated  from  them 
as  the  mere  recorder  of  their  utterances ;  since  his  inspiration  lies 
in  discussing  a  problem  through  them  as  t/ie  speakers.  This  is  cer- 
tain from  the  fact  that  the  sentiments  put  into  the  mouth  of  the 
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Almighty  himself  are  those  of  the  author's  time  and  abode,  as 
appears  from  xxxviii.  31,  where  loosing  the  fetters  of  Orion  is 
spoken  of;  the  belief  of  the  Semitic  East  having  been  that 
Orion  was  a  huge  giant  who  had  rebelled  against  God  and 
was  chained  in  the  heavens.  Hence  the  mode  of  speaking 
which  sounds  so  well  in  the  ears  of  the  multitude,  we  must  either 
accept  the  whole  Bible  or  refect  the  whole,  proves  an  impossible 
thing.  How  fai*  is  the  book  of  divine  authority  and  obligation  ? 
Is  it  all  the  word  of  God  ?  Sow  much  of  it  is  the  proper  divine 
word  ?    Beason  must  decide— what  Kant  calls  the  pure  reason. 
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I.  General  Title. — The  general  title  of  all  the  Hebrew 
psalms  is  DvHPj  songs  of  praise,  because  they  are  occupied 
with  ihe  praises  of  God.  Only  a  small  part  of  them  are  so..  At 
the  end  of  the  Davidic  psalms  the  general  epithet  m^^fifl, 
prayers,  is  applied  to  them  (Ps.  Ixxii.  20).     The  Habbins  call 

the  collection  D yHP  *1^,  OrpJ^  or  j^pp  *1|©j  book  of  hymns. 
In  the  Roman  edition  of  the  I4XX.,  chiefly  taken  from  the 
Codex  Yaticanus^  the  book  is  styled  ypuKfiol,  psalms  ;  but  in  the 
Cod.  Alexandrinus,  it  is  called  y^XTqpiov  fier   oSSai9,  the  psalter 

with  odes.     The  most  suitable  title  would  be  D^^TD. 

II.  DiviSTONS. — The  psalter  contains  150  poems  of  unequal 
length,  extending  from  two  verses,  like  the  117th,  to  nearly  two 
hundred,  like  the  119th.  It  is  divided  into  five  books  marked 
by  doxologies  at  the  close.  The  first  book,  nHM  *1|)0 ,  comprises 
Ps.  i.-xli.,  and  concludes  thus:  '^Blessed  be  the  Lord  God  of 
Israel  from  everlasting  and  to  everlasting.     Amen,  and  Amen." 

The  second  book,  *Jg^  ^^SO?  contains  Ps.  xlii.-lxxii.,  and  ends 
with  the  words :  "  Blessed  be  the  Lord  God,  the  God  of  Israel, 
who  only  doeth  wondrous  things.  And  blessed  be  his  glorious 
name  for  ever  :  and  let  the  whole  earth  be  filled  with  his  glory ; 
Amen,  and  Amen.     The  prayers  of  David  the  son  of  Jesse  are 

ended,"     The  third  book,  ^gf^Sp^  Tj^p,  embraces  IxxiiL-lxxxix., 

and  terminates  thus:  '^ Blessed  be  the  Lord  for  evermore. 
Amen,  and  Amen."  The  fourth  book,  ^y*5T,  includes  Ps. 
xc.-cvi.,  concluding  with  the  doxology,  "Blessed  be  the  Lord 
God  of  Israel,  from  everlasting  to  everlasting,  and  let  all  the 
people  say.  Amen.  Praise  ye  the  Lord."  OSie  fifth  book  ex- 
tends from  cvii.-cL,  terminating  with  "  Praise  ye  the  Lord." 

Hengstenberg  and  others  regard  these  endings  of  the  books 
as  original  parts  of  the  compositions  to  which  they  are  now 
appended;  a  hypothesis  to  which  their  nature  and  form  are 


DIYISIOKS.  235 

opposed.  In  like  manner  Horsley  regards  the  close  of  the 
second  book  as  a  portion  of  the  seventy-second  Psalm,  and 
erroneously  asserts  'Hhe  sense  is  that  Dayid  the  son  of  Jesse 
had  nothing  to  pray  for  or  to  wish  beyond  the  great  things 
described  in  this  psalm.  Nothing  can  be  more  animated  than 
this  conclusion.  Having  described  the  blessings  of  Messiah's 
reign,  he  closes  the  whole  with  this  magnificent  doxology."^ 

All  this  is  incorrect.     47^  does  not  mean  consummated  or  com^ 

pleUd\  neither  is  Messiah's  reign  the  subject  of  the  psalm. 

The  division  into  five  books  is  of  great  antiquity,  being  re- 
cognised in  the  Septuagint.  In  the  canon,  however,  the  psalter 
was  regarded  as  one  book,  whence  Peter  quotes  it  as  the  oook  of 
Psalms  (Acts  i.  20).  In  all  catalogues  of  the  Old  Testament 
scriptures  it  is  counted  as  a  single  book. 

Though  ancient,  this  fivefold  division  is  of  little  use ;  because 
it  appears  to  have  originated  in  no  principle  of  classification. 
It  is  at  least  pervaded  by  none.  Probably  it  was  taken  from 
the  fivefold  division  of  the  Torah,  as  Epiphanius  supposed.*  It 
is  difficult  to  obtain  a  good  classification.  The  contents  are  so 
varied,  the  transitions  so  sudden,  the  changes  of  feeling  and 
expression  so  rapid,  that  the  psalms  cannot  oe  strictly  divided 
into  classes.     De  Wette  arranges  them  thus  : — 

1.  Hynms  in  praise  of  God  ;  (a)  as  God  of  nature  and  man, 
viii.,  civ.,  cxlv.  (6)  As  God  of  nature  and  the  people,  xix., 
xxix,  xxxiii.,  Ixv.,  xciii.,  cxxxv.,  cxxxvi.,  cxxxix.,  cxlvii.,  etc. 
{c)  As  national  God,  xlvii.,  Ix.,  Ixvii.,  Ixxv.  {d)  As  deliverer 
and  hdper  of  Israel,  xlvi.,  xlvii.,  xlviii.,  Ixxv.,  Ixxvi. ;  of  indi- 
viduals, xviii.,  XXX.,  cxxxviii.,  etc. 

2.  National  psalms  containing  allusions  to  the  ancient  history 
of  the  Israelites,  and  the  relation  of  the  people  to  Jehovah, 
Ixxviii.,  cv.,  cvi.,  cxiv. 

3.  Psalms  of  Zion  and  the  temple,  xv.,  xxiv.,  Ixviii.,  Ixxxi., 
Ixxxvii.,  cxxxii.,  cxxxiv.,  cxxxv. 

4.  Psalms  of  the  king,  ii.,  xx.,  xxi.,  xlv.,  Ixxii.,  ex. 

6.  Psalms  containing  complaints  respecting  distress  and  o^ 
position,  and  supplication  for  help,  {a)  personal,  as  viL,  xxii.  Iv., 
Ivi,  dx.,  etc. ;  (6)  national,  xliv.,  Ixxiv.,  Ixxix.,  lxxx«,  cxxxvii., 
etc. ;  {c)  personal  and  national  combined,  bcix.,  Ixxvii.,  cii. ;  {d) 
general  psalms  of  complaint,  reflections  on  a  wicked  world,  x., 
xii.,  xiv.,  xxxvi. ;  {e)  (udactic  psalms  on  the  fate  of  the  pious 
and  ungodly,  xxxvii.,  xlix.,  Ixxiii. ;  (/)  thanksgiving  for  de- 
liverance from  enemies,  which  also  pass  over  into  the  first  olass^ 
xxxiv.,  xL|  etc. 

1  Critical  Notes  upon  the  PNlmi,  note  on  Tene  30  of  UiiL 
t  De  mens.  et.  pond.  cap.  5. 
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6.  Religious  and  moral  psalms,  (a)  odes  to  Jehovah,  xc, 
cxxxix. ;  (b)  expressions  of  religious  conviction,  hope,  confidence, 
xxiii.,  xci.,  cxxi.,  cxxvii.,  cxxviiL. ;  (c)  expressions  of  religious 
experiences,  principles,  etc.,  xlii.,  xliii.,  ci.,  cxxxi. ;  (d)  develop- 
ment of  religious  or  moral  ideas,  i.,  cxxxiii. ;  {e)  poems  contain- 
ing religious  doctrine,  xxxii.,  1. ;  (/)  proverbs  in  an  alphabetical 
order,  cxix.^ 

This  division  is  too  artificial  and  minutely  complex. 

Tholuck  divides  the  psalms,  according  to  their  contents,  into 
songs  of  praise,  of  thanksgiving,  of  complaint,  and  of  instruc- 
tion.* 

Perhaps  the  best  and  simplest  classification  is  based  on  the 
tone  of  pious  feeling  expressed.  All  may  thus  be  put  into  three 
divisions. 

1.  Psalms  of  praise  and  thanksgiving,  as  viii.,  xviii.,  xix., 
xxiii.  xxix.,  etc. 

2.  Psalms  expressing  complaint,  sadness  of  spirit,  penitence, 
grief,  etc.,  as  iii.-vi.,  etc. 

3.  Didactic  psalms,  as  i.,  xiv.,  xv.,  xxxii.,  xxxvii.,  etc. 
These  three  kinds  are  the  utterances  of  different  feelings,  the 

joyous,  sad,  calm. 

In  the  arrangement  and  division  of  psalms  there  is  some 
difference  between  the  Hebrew  and  the  LXX.,  with  the  latter 
of  which  the  Yulgate  agrees.     The  variations  are  as  follows : 

HEBREW.  LXX.  AND  VULGATE. 

Psalms  ix.  and  x Psalm  ix. 

f,      xi.-cxiii „  x.-cxii. 

„      cxiv.  and  cxv „  cxiii. 

,      cxvi „  cxiv.,  cxv. 

„      cxvii.-cxlvi „  cxvi. -cxiv. 

cxlvii.  .., „  cxlvi.  and  cxlvii. 

cxlviii.-cl „  cxlvui.-cl.,  cli.  (Apocryphal). 

Hebrew  HSS.  do  not  divide  them  alike.  Thus  the  forty- 
second  and  forty-third  are  put  together  as  one  in  thirty-seven 
MSS.  of  Eennicott  and  nine  of  De  Rossi.  This  arrangement  is 
rightly  adopted  by  almost  all  modem  critics  except  Hengsten- 
herst  and  ETeil.  There  are  three  strophes  in  it.  In  four  MSS. 
of  Kennicott  and  three  of  De  Rossi  the  first  psalm  is  connected 
with  the  second.  This  view  is  adopted  by  Venema.  The  two 
are  very  different  in  diction,  and  cannot  have  come  from  one 
author. 
The  LXX.  and  Yulgate  put  together  the  ninth  and  tenth. 

^  Oonunentar.  ueber  die  Fsalmen,  Emleitung,  p.  8.  fonrtii  edition. 
2  Commentar,  u.  b.  w.  Einleitung,  p.  xzt. 
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This  is  rightly  done.  Satisfactory  reasons  for  doin?  so  are  well 
stated  by  Hupfeld.^  The  two  form  an  alphabeticfid  ode.  It  is 
probable  that  the  117th  and  118th  were  at  first  one,  as  Bleek 
thinks.  But  we  do  not  agree  with  him  in  patting  the  113th 
and  114th  together. 

If  Hebrew  MSS.  and  ancient  versions  set  the  example  of 
departing  from  the  present  division,  critics  are  justifiable  in 
domg  the  same  when  ^ood  ground  exists  for  it.  Thus  the 
nineteenth  should  be  divided  into  two  parts,  consisting  of  verses 
2-7  and  8-15.  The  contents  and  other  circumstances  recom- 
mend this  view.  The  second  half  is  of  later  origin  than  the 
first.  In  like  manner  Ewald,  Sommer,  Olshausen,  and  Bleek 
separate  the  twenty-fourth  into  two  distinct  compositions,  verses 
1-6  and  7-10.  The  agreement  of  these  paits  is  not  very 
obvious ;  but  sufficient  unity  may  be  discovered  to  prevent  one 
from  making  them  distinct  poems.  Ewald's  reasons  are  in- 
sufficient;^ as  De  Wette  and  Hupfeld  have  shewn.  Perhaps 
the  twenty-seventh  was  originally  two,  1-6  and  7-14. 

Again,  the  115th  is  connected  with  the  114th  in  various 
MSS.  as  well  as  in  the  LXX.,  Syriac,  Vulgate,  Arabic ;  but  their 
contents  are  different,  and  therefore  they  Siould  be  kept  separate. 
At  the  twelfth  verse  of  the  115th  psalm  a  new  one  begins  in 
five  MSS.  of  Eennicott  and  twelve  of  De  Bossi.  There  is  no 
foundation  for  the  separation. 

The  thirty-second  and  thirty-third  psalms  are  written  as  one 
in  ei^t  MSS.  of  Kennicott  and  two  of  De  Rossi,  but  improperly 
so.  Hare,  Seeker,  and  Lowth  consider  the  last  verse  of  the 
thirty-second  as  belonging  to  the  thirty-third  ;  to  which  the 
strophe-structure  is  adverse. 

III.  Alphabetical  Psalms. — ^Various  psalms  have  an  alpha- 
betical arrangement,  as  xxv.,  xxxiv.,  xxxvii.,  cxi.,  cxii.,  cxix., 
cxlv.  Each  verse  usually  begins  with  a  letter  of  the  alphabet, 
till  all  be  gone  over,  as  in  Ps.  xxv.  But  in  cxi.  and  cxii.  every 
half  verse  begins  with  a  different  letter,  in  alphabetical  order. 
Anomalies  mav  be  observed  in  most  of  these  psalms ;  as  in  the 
first,  fifth,  and  eighteenth  verses  of  the  twenty-fifth.  The  ar- 
rangement is  seldom  complete  or  perfect ;  some  letters  beiag 
occasionally  dropped.  Alphabetical  strophes  occur  in  the  37th 
and  119th.  In  the  former  each  alternate  verse  follows  the 
alphabetical  order ;  in  tbe  latter  every  paragraph  of  eight  verses 
does  so. 

In  consequence  of  the  irregularities  occurring  in  most  of 
these  odes,  many  have  thought  that  they  should  be  remedied  by 
conjecture  or  tne  help  of  ancient  versions ;  believing  that  they 


^  Die  Psalmen  uebenetzt  und  ausg^le^  rol.  i.  p. 
*  Die  PBalmen,  pp.  18, 19,  second  edition. 
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originated  in  the  mistakes  of  tranaoribers.  This  method  of 
criticism  is  somewhat  uncertain.  Thus  in  the  twenty-fifth 
psalm  two  verses  begin  with  K  and  none  with  21 .  Hence 
Cappellus^  and  others,  with  whom  Hupfeld  is  inclined  to  agree, 
would  put  *t|^  at  the  commencement  of  the  second  verse  instead 

of  Vi/K.  The  analogy  of  the  first  verse  favours  this  order,  as 
also  the  emphasis  on  *t|3.  Others,  as  Koepler^  and  B.osen- 
miiller,  suppose  \j?($  to  be  like  the  interjections  of  the  Greek 
tragedians,  such  as  ^fu^h  which  are  not  counted  a  part  of 
the  verse.  Bengel  supposes  it  a  marginal  note,  which 
amounts  to  the  same  thing.     Such  conjectures  are  improbable. 

Venema,  Ewald,  and  Hitzig  regard  ^PPK  as  belonging  to  the 
preceding  verse,  which  cannot  be  correct.  The  letter  \  is  also 
wanting  in  the  twenty-fifth  psalm,  fifth  verse.  It  is  observable 
that  the  fifth  verse  consists  of  three  members,  unlike  the  rest ; 
and  therefore  varying  conjectures  have  been  hazarded,  such  as 
that  the  third  member  should  be  |nX1,  as  Kennicott  and  De 
Bossi  suppose ;  or  that  after  the  first  member  ending  with 
'?|J^2P(|I9>  ^^  second  has  dropped  out ;  in  which  case  the  suLth 

verse  would  begin  with  ^jn|^71>  c»  CHshausen  and  Hupfeld 
think,     p  is  wanting  at  the  seventeenth  verse;  and  therefore 

Venema*  proposes  n^*lj5  for  nj$*1;  which  conjecture,  though 
considered  the  most  probable  by  Dathe,^  must  be  rejected. 
After  the  last  letter  T\  there  is  a  £),  which  makes  up  the  nxunber 
twenty-two.  Whether  the  last  verse  beginning  with  £)  was  a 
later  addition,  that  the  psalm  might  be  adapted  by  it  to  the 
whole  people,  is  uncertain.  It  looks  as  if  it  was.  We  are 
disinclined  to  believe  that  these  anomalies  arose  from  a  later 
corruption  of  the  text  in  all  instances.  They  may  have  done  so 
in  some.  In  others  they  were  probably  occasioned  by  the  care- 
lessness or  license  of  the  author  himself. 

In  the  thirty-fourth  psalm  \  is  wanting,  which  Olshausen 
would  restore  in  the  same  wav  as  the  1  in  the  last  pealm.^ 
But  the  last  verse  begins  with  B  after  T\»  which  makes  up  the 
number  twenty-two.     This  is  like  the  twenty-fifth. 

In  the  thirty-seventh  psalm  y  is  wanting,  and  V  precedes  £)  as 
well  as  follows  it.    Yenema  proposes  to  restore  the  number  thus 

(verse  28) :  mm  thjh  D^^IV  which  is  very  probable.     The 

>  Gritica  Sacra,  toI.  i.,  p.  122,  ed  Yogei. 

*  In  Eichhorn's  Bepertorium  der  bibL  u.  morgendl.  lit.  t.  72. 
'  Commentarius  ad  psalmos,  toI.  iii.  pp.  158,  159. 

4  Psalmi  Latine  versi,  etc.,  p.  86,  second  edition. 

*  Die  PBalmen  erklart,  p.  156. 
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ooniecture  is  approved  by  Lowth,  and  supported  by  Hupfeld. 
It  IS  favoured  by  the  LaX.^  Yulgate,  Arabic,  Etniopic  and 
Symmachus.  The  text  is  evidently  corrupt^  and  must  be  altered. 
We  are  convinced  by  the  acute  and  pertinent  arguments  of  Hup- 
feld that  the  reading  recommended  is  the  true  one.^  The  thirty- 
ninth  verse  instead  of  beginning  with  F\  has  ),  which  should 
not  be  reckoned.  A  few  MSS.  and  several  of  the  ancient  ver- 
sions omit  the  1  before  Htf^B^P;  which  reading  is  approved 
by  Hare,  Lowth,  Horsley,  Berlin,  Dathe,  De  Rossi,  etc.  The 
authority  is  not  sufficient  to  justify  its  adoption,  even  though  it 
completes  the  alphabetical  arrangemeut. 

In  the  145th  psalm  the  verse  beginning  with  ^  is  wanting;. 
One  is  supplied  by  the  LXX.,  Yiugate,  Syriac,  Arabic,  and 
Ethiopie  versions,  and  the  lower  margin  of  one  of  Kennicott's 
MSS.  The  MS.  in  question  is  recent  (fifteenth  century)  and  of 
no  authority.  Indeed  it  is  probable  that  the  verse  was  translated 
from  the  Greek  and  put  in  the  margin  by  some  oritio.     It  runs 

thus  in  Hebrew,  Vbtf©  V^3  TDTJl  n:?*^  Sp3  m)  Trp\.  It 
can  hardly  be  genuine,  since  the  C^aldee,  Aquila,  and  Theodo- 
tion  want  it.  It  was  not  in  Jerome's  copies,  aqd  is  n^irked  with 
an  obelus  by  Origen.  A  scholium  of  the  Yat.  cod.  of  XiXX. 
marks  it  as  supposititious.  It  appears  to  have  been  taken  from 
the  seventeenth  verse ;  witii  the  first  hemistich  altered  for  the 
purpose  of  completing  the  alphabetical  order. 

Why  was  this  arrangement  employed  ?  Was  it  adopted 
from  an  idea  of  easy  adaptation  to  tne  memory  ?  So  Lowth 
and  Miohaelis  suppose,  not  very  probably.  It  is  the  indication 
of  a  later  period  and  degenerate  taste.  A  vigorous  and  Uvely 
imagination  would  not  fetter  itself  with  such  an  artificial 
contrivance  in  the  rhytibm.  When  the  true  spirit  of  poetry 
sinks,  some  such  sublstitute  is  gladly  laid  hold  of.  ix>wth 
remarks'  that  the  ideas  are  unconnected  in  these  psalms.  This 
betokens  a  decay  of  the  poetic  spirit.  The  ideas  themselves 
are  common-place.  The  conceptions  are  cold,  feeble,  flat; 
and  the  plain  character  of  the  lang^ge  corresponds.  The 
thirty-seventh  psalm,  which  has  the  freest  alphabetical  order,  is 
perhaps  the  only  exception  to  this  judgment,  as  De  Wette 
observes.' 

lY.  TuLBS. — ^All  the  psalms  have  titles  or  inscriptions  except 
thirty-four  which  are  called  in  the  Talmud  oi^Aan-psalms. 
These  are  i.,  ii.,  x.,  xxxiii.,  xliiL,  Ixxi.,  xci.,  xciii.-xcvii.,  xdx., 
civ.-cvii.,  exi.-cxix.,  cxxxv.-cxxxvii.,  cxlvi-eL     Great  obscurity 

*  Die  Psalmen,  yol.  ii.  pp.  262,  268. 

^  De  aecra  poesi  Hefaraeonun  psaelectionMy  xzii.  p.  283,  ed.  Oxon,  1S21. 

1  Commentar  ueber  die  Psalmen,  Einleitung,  p.  68,  fourth  edition. 
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attaches  to  the  titles.  They  are  of  various  import,  referring  to 
the  poems  themselves,  and  are  sometimes  accompanied  by  the 
name  of  the  author  and  the  historical  occasion  oi  the  composi- 
tion. Sometimes  again  they  consist  of  the  author's  name  only. 
Others  are  musical  or  liturgical  notes.  Let  us  endeavour  to 
explain  them. 

*YI23T9  miztnor,  song  or  poem,  with  a  musical  accompaniment. 

This  term  is  prefixed  to  many,  but  seldom  by  itself,  as  it  is  in 
xcviii.     In  c.  it  is  joined  with  Trj\r\p/or  thanks  or  praise ;  in 

xcii.  it  is  joined  with  1\^ffTS  D1  v  *^^B^  *  *<^  fo^  ^*^  Sabbath 
dap.  The  word  corresponds  to  '^aKfw^  in  the  Greek  version; 
and  is  derived  from  ^|  a  verb  expressing  the  clang  of  chords, 
of  the  harp,  etc. 

^^^  shir,  song,  ode,  occasionally  joined  to  the  preceding. 

nnn?  *l*?^j  ^^9  9f  lowUness,  i.e.,  a  lovely  song ;  or  rather 
a  song  of  the  beloved  ones — ^viz.,  brides ;  a  bridal  song.  The  sub- 
ject of  the  psalm  relates  to  love.     It  is  erotic. 

irPVlSn  T^J^  (Pss.  cxx.-cxxxiv.),  translated  in  the  authorised 

version,  a  song  of  degrees.  In  cxxi.  it  is  TuT^fl^.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  this  phrase  P  The  LXX.  render  it  coS^  r&v 
avafiaSfi&v ;  and  the  Vulffate,  cantieum  graduum.  If  this  ver- 
sion refer  to  the  opinion  of  the  Jews  that  the  psalms  in  question 
were  sung  on  the  fifteen  steps  which  led  to  the  women's  court  in 
the  temple,  it  is  incorrect.  Others  think  that  they  were  pilgrim 
songs  chanted  by  the  Jews  as  they  journeyed  to  the  yearly  feasts 
at  Jerusalem  ;  songs  of  ascents  or  goings  up,  as  the  people  were 
said  to  go  up  to  Jerusalem.  Some  suppose  tliat  the  contents  of 
several  do  not  agree  with  this  sense,  as  the  126th,  which  refers 
to  the  return  from  captivity.  Hence  Dathe  and  others  who 
adopt  this  view,  conjecture  that  some  having  been  previously 
written  were  accommodated  to  the  circumstcmces  of  the  times 
at  a  period  long  subsequent  to  that  of  their  original  com- 
position. The  occurrence  of  Ghaldaisms  and  of  the  particle 
t&  which  does  not  once  appear  in  the  first  121  p8alms>  though 
used  ten  times  in  the  songs  of  degrees,  seem  to  necessitate  some 
such  hypothesis,  however  improbable.  It  is  not  likelv  that 
several  psalms  together  were  altered  and  accommodated  auer  the 
Babylonish  captivity.  Other  critics  think  that  thev  were  songs 
intended  to  be  sung  during  the  return  from  exile,  which  is 

called  an  ascent  by  Ezra  (nTSfto,  viL  9).  This  does  not 
agree  with  some  of  them,  as  ike  122nd,  which  is  a  pilgrim- 
song. 
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Acooiding  to  GeseniuB^^  tlie  word  denotes  a  ffradaally  pro- 
gressive rhytluu  of  thought  peculiar  to  these  psalms ;  a  phrase 
or  clause  in  one  sentence  being  repeated  in  ^e  next  with  an 
'  addition,  formiog  a  dimaz  or  progression  both  in  th^  ideas  and 
tennSy  as— 

1.  I  lift  up  mine  eyes  to  fhe  hills 
From  whaace  cometh  my  J^. 

2.  Ify  kelp  eometh  from  the  Lord, 
The  creator  of  heaTen  and  earth. 

8.  He  will  not  suffer  thy  foot  to  he  mipyed ; 
Thff  Ket^fer  slumber$  not. 

4.  Behold  neither  WiimA«r*  nor  sleeps 
The  Keeper  of  IsraeL 

&  Jehovah  is  thy  Keeper  ; 

J^hopah  thy  shade  is  on  thy  right  hand. 

7.  Jehovah  keeps  thee  from  all  ill, 
Xupe  thy  soul. 

8.  Jehorah  keeps  thine  ontffmng  and  inooming 
From  henceforth  even  for  ever. 

But  the  examples  of  this  peculiarity  are  confined  almost  ex- 
clusiyely  to  one  or  two  psalms  of  degrees.     It  is  also  doubtful 

wheth^  it  would  be  described  by  the  word  TVi/'Sp .  Yet  Delitzsch 
adopts  the  opinion.  Hengstenberg  has  an  ingenious  hypothesis 
by  means  oi  which  he  preserves  the  genuineness  of  the  titles 
and  the  old  explanation  o{  pilgrim  songs.  Since  four  of  the 
fifteen  are  ascribed  to  David  and  one  to  Solomoui  he  supposes 
that  these  were  sung  by  the  people  as  they  went  up  to  Jerusalem 
to  the  yearly  feasts^  and  were  made  the  basis  of  a  series  or 
system  designed  by  an  inspired  writer  for  the  same  use  after  the 
restoration.  This  author  added  ten  psalms  of  his  own  to  the  old 
ones,  in  a  studied  and  artificial  manner.  The  one  by  Solomon 
stands  in  the  centre  of  the  system,  dividing  it  into  two  equal 
parts  of  seven  psalms,  in  each  of  which  we  find  two  of  David 
and  five  anonymous  or  new  ones.^  This  hypothesis  is  far-fetchod 
and  unnatural. 

The  most  probable  of  the  preceding  opinions  is  that  which 
supposes  them  pilgrim-songs.     The  contents  of  nearly  all  agree 

best  with  this  view ;  and  it  is  confirmed  by  the  plural  rtTJ^SH. 
The  126th  is  adduced  as  an  objection ;  but  it  is  hardly  a  valid 
one,  because  it  proceeds  out  of  the  times  subsequent  to  the  return 
from  captivity,  when  that  great  event  is  referred  to  for  the  pur- 

1  Commentar  neber  d.  Jesaia,  xvii  18,  xxvi.  1. 

*  Commentsry  on  the  psalms,  translated,  etc.  etc.,  Tol.  iii.  p.  410. 

VOL.  n.  16 
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poee  of  qaickening  and  Feanimating  the  hopes  of  the  exiles  now 
desponding  in  view  of  their  poor  condition  so  contrary  to  their 
high  expectations.  The  mode  in  which  the  exiles  returned  is 
alluded  to  in  subordination  to  the  state  they  found  themselves 
in  after  that  occurrence.^ 

DJ^PO  fnichtam.  This  inscription  occurs  in  Ps.  xvi.,  Ivi.,  Ix. 
It  has  been  derived  from  DJH^  gold,  i.e.,  of  peculiar  beauty ;  or 
written  in  golden  characters,  like  the  Moallakat  of  the  Arabians. 
The  noun  DJTl^  however,  is  only  a  poetical  appellation  of  gold ; 
and  there  is  nothing  pre-eminent  in  these  psalms  to  entitle  them 
to  such  a  distinction.  Others  interpret  sculptured  or  engraved  as 
on  a  monumental  tablet.  Hence  the  LXX.  render  oTqKor^pa^la 
or  €^  arriKorfpoj^lav ;  and  the  Yulgate,  tituli  inscription  in  tituli 
inseriptionem.  Nothing  in  their  contents  appears  to  determine 
them  for  such  a  use.  Others,  as  Gesenius  and  De  Wette, 
explain  the  word  simply  as  a  writing,  equivalent  to  3]^p0  ^7  ^~ 
terchange  of  ^  and  2D.  This  yields  a  suitable  sense.  Heng- 
stenberg  and  Olshausen  object  that  DT)^  and  3J^  are  indepen- 
dent roots  which  never  pass  into  one  another.  Others  derive  it 
from  DTl^  to  hide,  intimating  either  that  the  psalms  to  which  it 
is  prefixed  were  written  by  David  in  exile ;  or,  as  Hengstenberff 
supposes,  a  mystery  or  secret,  indicating  the  depth  of  doctrinal 
and  spiritual  import  in  these  compositions.  This  is  a  modem 
refinement.     The  root  is  Dfl^^  whose  primary  meaning  appears 

to  be  to  stain,  hence  to  make  a  mark,  stamp  or  impress— Qop\s^A 
to  but  not  identical  with  3|39. 

7*5^^  poem.     This  word  occurs  in  the  titles  of  Ps.  xxxii., 

xlii.,  xliv.,  xlv.,  lii.-lv.,  Ixxiv.,  Ixxviii.,  Ixxxviii.,  Ixxxix.,  cxlii. 
It  appears  once  in  the  text,  xlvii.  8.  The  LXX.  translate  it 
awkaeta^,  or  €«  <rw€aiv  {awerm,  xlvii.  8) ;  the  Vulgate,  inteU 
lectus  {intelligentiae),  or  ad  intellectum  {sapienter,  xlvii.  8).  Gese- 
nius explains  it  a  didactic  poem,  from  vpb^  to  understand,  the 
specific  word  being  afterwards  transferred  to  other  kinds  of 
odes.  Ewald  understands  a  skilful,  melodious  poem,  eouivalent  to 
fine,  ingenious,  finished.  Probably  the  noun  originally  meaning 
a  didactic  composition  became  a  general  term  (or poem;  as  the 
Arabic    ^^  properly  stands  for  intelligentia,   but  afterwards 

became  equivalent  to  poesis,^  Poets  were  the  sages  of  the  old 
world.  This  idea  is  sanctioned  by  Gesenius,  De  Wette,  and 
Hupfeld. 

n^$JJ^  appears  in  xvii.,  Ixxxvi.,  with  the  name  of  the  writer ; 

^  Hupfeld,  Die  FBalmen,  toI.  it.  p.  250. 

t  Qomp.  Freytag,  Lexioon  Arab.,  toI.  ii.  p.  427. 
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and  without  it  in  xc.  cxlii.   It  means  prayer — poem  addreesed  to 

the  Deity.     In  the  142nd  it  stands  in  apposition  with  y'^jtph. 

n^T(F\  song  of  praise,  is  prefixed  to  the  145th.  Originally 
used  in  the  restricted  sense  of  hymn,  it  was  afterwards  extended 
to  all  spiritual  songs. 

*1^5|n7  ^  appended  to  1)\?  ^IIDJO  in  xxxviii.,  Ixx.  The  LXX. 
translate  it  ek  avdfivrf<riv ;  the  Yulgate  in  rememorationem.  It 
means  .^  remembrance,  to  recall  the  remembrance  of  the  speaker 
to  God.  Michaelis  interprets  it  at  the  offering,  which  is  founded, 
as  De  Wette  remarks,  on  the  uncertain  signification  of  li^XSp  to 
offer  as  a  sacrifice,  Ewald,  however,  adopts  substantially  the 
view  of  Michaelis;  toiAse  as  a frankmcense-offering  (at  the  offer- 
ing of  frankincense).^ 

*1Jg)77  ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^  sixtieth  Psalm  with  W^  to  teach. 
Probably  it  means^^^o  be  committed  to  memory  (comp.  2  Sam.  i.  8). 

P\*3il  njJiH  TJ{^  psalm  XXX.,  a  song  of  the  dedication  of  the 
house,  i.e.,  tne  temple.  It  is  not  likely  that  this  contains  the 
historical  occasion  of  the  psalm.  Hence  it  is  supposed  to  have 
arisen  either  from  misapplication  of  the  seventh  verse,  or  from 
an  erroneous  reference  of  the  eleventh  to  David's  dancing  before 
the  ark.  We  do  not  approve  of  De  Wette's  explanation  that 
the  words  denote  a  melody ;  the  melody  of  some  poem  sung  at 
the  dedication  of  houses,  according  to  which  this  was  to  be 
sung.' 

Many  titles  seem  to  be  of  a  musical  or  liturgical  kind,  as — 

H^fi©!?  occurring  in  fifty-five  inscriptions,  before  the  designa- 
tion of  the  poem  (Ixvi.)  or  the  name  of  the  poet  (xi.,  xiii.,  xiv., 
xix.-xxi.,  xxxi.,  xxxvi.,  xl.-xlii.,  xliv.,  xlvi.,  xlvii.,  xlix.,  Ixiv., 
Ixv.,  Ixviii.,  Ixx.,  Ixxxv.,  cix.,  cxxxix.,  cxl.)  joined  with  histori- 
cal notices  (xviii.,  li.,  lii.) ;  or  after  different  notices  referring  to 
the  nature  of  the  psalm,  its  author,  occasion,  and  object.  Some 
consider  the  word  as  a  Syriao  infinitive  to  be  sung.  It  is  rather 
the  participle  of  HV^  ^  preside  over,  used  in  a  musical  sense 
1  Ghron.  xv.  21.     It  means  the  superintendent  of  the  musical  choir, 

the  head  singer.  The  prefix  ^  expresses  the  giving  of  the  ode 
over  to  the  chief  musician.  Olshausen  however  supposes,  that  ^ 
denotes  authorship,  as  usual ;  the  author  of  the  musical  accom- 
paniment or  of  the  psalms  themselves.  This  is  less  probable 
than  the  ordinary  acceptation. 

To  this  term  is  added  r\M'm  or  W^J  f?B  (vi.,  Uv.,  Iv.,  Ixxvi, 

>  IHe  poetiBohen  Bucher  dee  tlten  Bimdes  erUart,  Enter  Theil,  p.  222. 
s  CmianeaktMiy  Einleit,  p.  82. 
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Izi.)  meaning,  with  the  music  of  stringed  instramoitB  as  an 
accompaniment.  HJ^ j^  in  the  singular  and  the  construct  state 
should  be  pointed  as  a  plural. 

The  addition  tVyt}lt^  vV  refers  to  the  time,  on  the  eighth  or 
octave  (vi.,  xii.). 

To  nyj^7  is  sometimes  appended  H^Jllin  y$  (viiiy  Izxxi.^ 
Ixxxiv.),  the  meaning  of  which  is  obscure.  The  LXX.  translate 
wrkp  T&v  Xfjjv&v ;  and  the  Vulgate,  pro  torcularibtts,  both  deriving 
it  from  Oath,  a  wine-press.  Gesenius  understands  it  of  a 
musical  instrument  invented  or  used  at  Gath-Bimmon.  Pro- 
bably it  refers  to  an  air  or  tune  borrowed  from  the  Philistine 
city  of  Gath.  •  •         , 

Another  appendage  to  the  title  HJ{3$/  is  fl/OD  /tf  (liii. 
Ixxxviii.).  The  LXX.  do  not  translate  it.  Some  comparing 
the  Ethiopic,  find  it  nearly  tantamount  to  /cvOdpa,  hatp.  So 
Gesenius.     It  may  denote  some  kind  of  musical  instrument ;  but 

it  is  impossible  to  teU  what.  It  cannot  be  derived  from  7  7)1 
to  bore,  meaning  a  flute.  We  are  inclined  to  understand  it  of  a 
tune  or  air.  Hengstenberg's  interpretation,  upon  disease,  as  if  it 
were  an  enigmatical  enunciation  of  the  subject,  the  spiritual 
malady  with  which  all  are  infected,  is  arbitrary  and  improbable.^ 

In  the  eighty-eighth  psalm  it  is  followed  by  mUSp/or  singing, 

to  be  sung.  The  two  should  be  closely  connected,  to  sing  after 
machalath ;  as  the  LXX.  and  Vulgate  join  them.  Hengsten- 
berg's  interpretation  regarding  the  tribulation,  is  wholly  inad- 
missible.^ .  . 

Another  accompaniment  of  H^)^/  is  ttn^Hv  (xxxix.)  or 
|^Wn?"7S  (Ixii.,  Ixxvii.).  Jeduthum  was  one  of  David's  mu- 
sicians. It  also  refers  to  his  descendants  who  composed  a 
musical  choir.    Hence  the  7  or  7y  means /or>  to  be  given  over  to, 

like  the  7  prefixed  to  ny3&.  Hengstenberg  thinks  that  it 
refers  to  himself  in  the  thirty-ninth  psalm,  and  to  his  family 
or  descendants  in  the  other  two,  because  the  prepositions  are 
different.  But  they  should  be  taken  as  synonymous.  That  the 
phrase  refers  to  a  melody  or  air^  as  Gesenius  and  Ewald  take  it, 
IS  less  probable.  • 

The  same  title  of  the  head-musician  is  followed  by  "pK 

m7'^?l3!!l  (v.)  after  flutes,  tmth  the  accompaniment  of  flutes,  7^ 
being  equivalent  to  7^.    Hupfeld  has  shewn  that  flutes  may 

1  Commentar  ueber  die  Psalmen,  toI.  i.  p.  274. 
*  Ck>mmeatar  ueber  die  PBalmen,  vol.  i.  p.  274. 
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have  been  used  with  o&er  mstmments  in  the  worship  of 
Ood.i  ,  , 

Along  with  the  title  JJ^ySi/  we  find  in  one  instance  tlfltS/jf 

p7  (ix.).  This  expression  is  very  obscnre.  The  LXX.  render 
vjrkp  rSw  Kpv^lmf  rov  vlaO ;  and  the  Vulgate  pro  occuttis  filu. 
Jewish  interpreters  generally  take  Ben  to  be  the  name  of  a 
prince  hostile  to  Israel  \  on  the  death  of  JBen,  a  triumphal  ode. 
Others  take  ben  as  an  appellative,  not  a  proper  name ;  on  the 
death  of  the  son,  ue.,  David's  son ;  Absalom,  or  the  Messiah. 
The  Chaldee  and  Eimchi  take  p  equivalent  to  V*^,  the  same  as 

Q^j^n^B^M  ^  go-between,  a  champion,  applied  to  Goliath  in 
I  Sam.  xvii.  4,  23  :  on  the  death  of  Ghliath.  Others  regard  the 
title  as  the  first  words  or  prominent  expression  of  some  other 
poem,  to  the  air  of  which  this  psalm  was  composed ;  to  the  air, 
or  after  the  manner  of  Die  for  the  eon,  or  death  of  the  son. 
The  former  is  adopted  W  Hitzig  after  yarious  older  interpreters ; 
the  latter  is  found  in  Symmacnus  and  Jerome.  Hengstenberg 
has  revived  a  rejected  Rabbinical  conceit  that  labben  is  an 
anagram  of  Nabal,  the  name  of  one  of  David's  enemies,  and 
also  an  appellative  denoting  fool,  in  which  sense  it  is  frequently 
applied  to  the  wicked,  on  the  death  of  the  fool,  i.e.,  the  sinner, 
l^iis  is  most  arbitrary  and  unnatural.  The  authority  is  con- 
siderable for  putting  yjf  and  Hlfi  together  as  one  word.  Almost 
all  the  ancient  versions  favour  it ;  not  only  the  LXX.  and 
Vulgate,  but  the  Arabic,  Ethiopic,  Aquila,  Theodotion,  etc. 
Several  Rabbins  and  many  of  Eennicott  and  De  Rossi's  MSS. 
read  them.  aS|One.  The  analogy  of  the  title  of  the  forty-sixth 
psalm  niD/Jil^vy  sanctions  this.     We  prefer  therefore  to  put 

the  two  together,  and  punctuate  fllfi/Jl^y  supplying  before  it 

7y  and  interpreting  with  Gesenius,  after  the  manner  of  maidens, 
i.e.,  with  the  female  Toice,  soprano  or  treble  (1  Chron.  xv.  20). 
Forkel  interprets  virgin-measures,  like  the  German  Jungfirautceis 
of  the  Meistersanger,'  which  does  not  agree  with  the  context  of 

1  Chron.  rv.  20.  p7  must  be  translated  to  Ben,  the  Levitical 
singer  spoken  of  in  1  Chron.  •         _^^     .       . 

Another  accompaniment  of  HV3&/  ^  "TTiTn  J^TJfe^  ^  (xxii.) 
after  the  hind  of  the  morning.  The  phrase  denotes  the  title  or 
principal  thinff  in  some  poem  after  the  melody  and  rhythm  of 
which  this  psaiun  was  composed  and  intended  to  be  sung.  After 
the  hind  of  the  morning-red.  Hence  it  denotes  an  air.  Others 
suppose  that  it  relates  to  the  subject  of  the  psalm,  the  hind 

'  Die  Fkafanen,  toL  i.  pp.  6S,  69.  >  Gesohiohte  der  Miuiky  toL  i.  p.  142. 
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being  an  emblem  of  persecuted  innocence,  and  morning,  of  de- 
liverance from  distress.  So  Hengstenberg  understands  it. 
Others  think  that  the  hind  of  the  morning  is  the  rising  sun, 
to  which  the  Arabian  poets  give  the  name  gazelle. 

Another  accompaniment  of  11^3©/  ^  B\'?HT  B^  W^*  yjf 
(lyi.).  The  LXX.  translate  this  obscure  phrase,  irnkp  rov  XaoO 
Tov  airo  T&v  ar/la)v  fiefioKpvfifUvov ;  the  Yulgate,  pro  propulo  qui 
a  mnctie  large  facttia  est  The  words  seem  to  be  the  commence- 
ment of  some  other  ode  or  poem  to  the  air  of  which  this  psalm 
was  to  be  set ;  after  or  according  to,  dove  of  the  distant  terebinths, 

D/^  being  pointed  as  a  plural  Dy^.  Hengstenberg,  as  usual> 
explains  it  enigmatically,  concerning  a  mute  dove  of  distant  ones, 
the  dove  being  an  emblem  of  suffering  innocence,  the  second 
word  meaning  dumbness,  uncomplaining  submission;  and  the 
distant  ones  the  Philistines.  Thus  it  describes  David  an  innocent 
sufferer  among  strangers  (comp.  1  Sam.  xxi.).  We  reject  such 
Babbinical  conceits.  ^  ^  . 

To  HV30  is  also  added  D^JB^  Tj^  (xlv.,  Ixix.,  Ixxx.),  or 

W^  /}f  0^-)'  Perhaps  the  (me  noun  is  the  plural  of  the  other. 
Qesenius  and  De  Wette  think  that  it  means  an  instrument 
shaped  like  a  lily,  perhaps  a  kind  of  cymbal.  It  is  better,  how- 
ever, to  consider  it  a  designation  of  the  tune  or  air  to  which  the 
psalm  was  intended  to  be  sung.  Hengstenberg  takea  it  as  an 
enigmatical  description  of  the  subject  or  subjects  treated,  lilies 
figuratively  for  bride  in  xlv. ;  the  delightful  consolations  and 
deliverances  experienced,  in  Ixix.,  etc.  This  is  a  most  impro- 
bable fancy.  With  the  word  in  the  singular  (Ix.)  and  the  plural 
(Ixxx.)  is  connected  H^ny,  which  Qesenius  understands  to  mean 
a  revelation,  and  hence  a  song  or  psalm  revealed,  since  the  poetic 
writers  of  the  psalms  often  appeal  to  a  revelation.  Others  under- 
stand, a  lyric  song.  The  most  probable  view  is  that  it  refers  to 
an  air  or  tune.  Hengstenberg  supposes  that  it  means  the  law, 
which  is  called  the  testimony  in  2  fongs  xi.  12. 

To  nVJP?  is  added  HIlB'S'viS  (Ivii.,  Iviii.,  lix.,  Ixxv.),  destroy 
not,  probal^ly  the  commencement  or  title  of  an  unknown  poem  ; 
to  the  melody  of  which  these  psalms  were  to  be  sung.  Heng- 
stenberg refers  it  to  the  subject  of  the  psalms — a  supposition 
arbitrary  and  untenable.  • 

P^|E^  (vii.)>  i^  Hab.  iii.  1,  in  the  plural  with  tJ^  as  if  it 
were  an  instrument.     Deriving  it  from  Hjl^  to  wander,  some 

explain  a  dithyrambic  ode,  wild,  enthusiastic ;  others,  as  Ewald, 
a  reeling  song]  others,  a  S(mg  or  hymn,  comparing  the  Syriac 


M^  to  praise;  or  a  mournful  poem,  Arabic  ^^^  to  be  sad. 
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Hupfeld  oompares  jV^jl  from  n^Jl  and  ingeniously  supposes  that 
the  one  is  a  secondary  form  of  the  other.  We  explain  it 
of  a  certain  tone  or  manner  after  which  the  psakn  was  to  be 
sung. 

rrpp.  This  term  occurs  seventy-one  times  in  the  thirty-nine 
psalms,  iii.>  iy.,  -vii.,  ix.,  zx.,  xxi.,  xxiy.,  xxxii.,  xxxix.,  xUt., 
xlvi.-l.,  lii.,  Kv.,  Iv.,  Ivii.,  lix.-Ixii.,  lxvi.-lxviii.,  IxxT.-lxvii., 
Ixxxi.-IxxxT.y  Ixxxvii.-lxxxix.,  cxl.,  cxliii.,  and  three  times  in 
Hab.  iii.  3^  9,  13,  commonly  at  the  end  of  a  short  stanza ;  but 
in  Ps.  Iv.  20 ;  Ivii.  4 ;  Hab.  iiL  3,  9,  in  the  middle  of  a  verse, 
yet  at  the  end  of  a  member  of  it.  It  is  never  found  at  the 
bemming  but  in  the  progress  of  a  poem ;  sometimes  at  the  end. 
AU  conjectures  are  erroneous  which  do  not  take  it  as  a  musical 

sign.       ...  J  . 

.  Gesenius  derives  it  from  an  unknown  root  H^p  equivalent  to 

rfp^  >  the  harder  fc^  having  passed  into  the  softer  D ;  and  Heng- 

stenberg  approves  of  the  etymology.  It  thus  denotes  a  pause  or 
restf  a  sign  directing  the  singer  to  pause  a  little  while  the  instru- 
ments phyed  an  interlude  or  symphony.  In  support  of  this 
use  and  interpretation,  the  eminent  lexicographer  refers  to  the 
Septuagint  wnich  always  renders  it  Sidy^dKfia,  i,e.,  interlude, 
symphony,  by  instrumental  music ;  and  to  the  position  it  occu- 
pies in  the  psalm,  standing  as  it  does  in  the  middle  of  the  poem, 
at  the  close  of  a  section  or  strophe,  and  serving  to  divide  the 
poem  into  strophes.     He  also  appeals  to  Fs.  xix.  17,  where 

ri/p  11^^?  occurs,  meaning  instrumental  music,  pause,  i.e.,  let  the 
instruments  strike  up  a  symphony  and  the  singer  pause. 

We  object  to  the  derivation  assigned,  because  H/^  does  not 

pass  into  !T7p  in  earlier  or  good  Hebrew ;  but  only  in  Aramaean 
and  later  Aramaeising  writers^  like  Jeremiah.  The  letters  were 
therefore  not  interchangeable  at  the  time  when  many  psalms  it 
occurs  in  were  written.  It  must  be  derived  from  a  root  be- 
ginning with  D>  not  from  H/P  suspend  the  voice,  i.e.,  rest, 

pause,  but  from  a  substantive  Tp,  root  //p,  to  ascend,  lift  up; 
not  the  voice  in  response  to  the  instruments,  but  the  musical 
instruments  themselves.  The  sense  assigned  by  Gesenius  does 
not  suit  in  many  places,  as  Sommer  has  shewn.^  It  is  inap* 
pUcable,  for  example,  in  Ivii.  4. 

He  sends  from  hearen  and  sares  me ;  he  whom  my  pexsecator  despises  (eelah) : 
Qod  sends  forth  his  mercy  and  his  truth. 

>  Biblische  Ahhandlnngen.  n.  s.  w.  toI.  i.  p.  1  et  seqq. 
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It  is  unsuitaMe  in  xx.  S,  4. 

Bemember  aSl  tiky  offering 
And  aetept  ti^y  burnt  saenflee  (li^h} ; 
Grant  thee  according  to  thine  own  heart. 
And  folfil  all  thy  ooonael. 

Hengsteniberffy  in  referring  the  pause  to  the  s&Me  rather  than  to 
the  singing f  though  a  pause  in  the  musio  must  intervene  wher& 
the  feeling  requires  a  resting  place,  does  not  appear  to  hare 
considered  the  position  of  Selah  at  the  end  of  psalms,  where  a 
rest  in  the  sense  and  music  must  necessarily  take  place.  As 
this  critic  thinks  it  indicates  a  pause  in  the  s^ise,  ne  affirms 
that  the  translators  who  omit  it  certainly  do  wrong ;  a  remark 
as  ohjeotionable  as  many  others  he  indulges  in. 

Sommer  has  given  a  very  lengthened  investigation  of  the 
meaning  of  the  word,  and  is  followed  bv  Eeil.^  His  conclu- 
sion is,  that  it  denotes  the  falling  in  oi  the  priests'  trumpets 
into  the  psalm-singing  and  the  playing  of  the  stringed  instru- 
ments hy  the  Levitt,  expressive  of  an  urgent  invocation  of 
Jehovah.  Hence  it  only  occurs  in  certain  psalms;  and  even 
there  in  peculiar  passages  where  the  poet  has  given  utterance  to 
the  warmest  aspirations  of  his  heart;  to  the  liveliest  feelings 
and  hopes,  or  the  deepest  complainings  of  his  soul,  before  God. 
This  artificial  and  laboured  explanation  is  very  improbable.  It 
IB  contradicted  by  facts ;  for  how  does  it  agree  with  Hab.  iii. 
2,  3,  5,  6,  where  there  is  no  invocation  of  Jehovah  P  Nor  does  it 
suit  the  end  of  several  psalms,  as  of  the  third.  The  trumpets 
did  not  usually  accompany  the  sacred  song.  Only  on  particular 
occasions  were  they  used  by  the  priests.  And  they  would  be 
unsuitable  in  many  passages,  as  Ps.  zxxii.  4,  6  : 


Ps.  Iii.  3 : 


For  day  and  night  thv  hand  was  heayy  upon  me ; 

My  moisture  is  turned  into  the  drought  of  summer  (selah) ; 

I  acknowledged  my  sin  onto  thee,  etc. 


Thou  loyest  evil  more  than  gdod, 

And  lying  rather  than  to  speak  righteousaeM  (sdAh)  { 

Thou  loyest  all-deyouring  words,  etc. 


Ps.  Iv.  7,  8 : 

Lo  then  wonld  I  wander  hx  off 

And  remain  in  the  wilderness  (selah) : 

I  would  hasten  my  escape  from  the  windy  storm,  etc. 

According  to  the  derivation  already  given,  the  word  denotes 
elevation  or  ascent,  up,  i.e.,  loud,  clear.  The  music  which  usually 
accompanied  the  singing  was  soft  and  feeble.     In  cases  where  it 

1  InHayenuoVi  Einl^t.  rol.  iii.  p.  12S  et  seqq. 
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was  to  bnrst  in  more  strongly  during  the  silence  of  the  song, 
selah  was  the  sign.  At  the  end  of  a  Terse  or  strophe  where  it 
commonly  stands,  the  mnsie  may  have  readily  been'  strongest 
and  londest.  Perhaps  the  Ghreek  translation  Sia^fttiKfia,  interlude^ 
i.e.,  of  the  instruments ;  where  the  playing  of  the  instruments 
alone  comes  in,  preserves  a  remnant  of  the  true  sense.  We 
cannot  see  any  weighty  verbal  objection  to  the  derivation  of 

rf/P  already  given.  !l  paragogic  is  added  to  the  noun  tD  l^o 
njryj  in  l  Kings  ii.  40  ;  and  the  stronger  sound,  in  tonci  is 
converted  into  the  weaker  ^,  as  often  happens. 

Gesenius,  followed  by  Hengstenberg,  appeals  to  Ps.  ix.  16  in 
confirmation  of  his  view  of  the  word,  where  it  comes  after 
Higgaion,  But  Higgaion  does  not  mean  musing,  refleettan,  as  is 
supposed.  Neither  does  it  denote  skilful  music ;  skilful,  artistic 
playing,  in  xcii.  4,  as  Ewald  understands.  It  refers  to  n(rise\ 
noisy,  hud  music.     Hence  Keil's  ^iano  is  incorrect.^ 

Y.  Gekthneness  of  the  titles.  —  The  genuineness  of  the 
titles  has  been  disputed  by  many.  Some  contend  that  they  are 
an  original  part  of  the  compositions  to  which  they  are  prefixed, 
and  proceeded  in  consequence  from  the  authors  themselves. 
This  was  the  all  but  universal  opinion  of  the  fathers ;  Theodore 
of  Mopsuestia  being  the  only  known  exception.  In  modem 
times  it  has  been  advocated  by  Clauss,  Hengstenberg,  Tholuck, 
Delitzsch,  Keil,  Alexander.  Vogel  denied  the  authenticity  of 
all ;  and  the  same  view  is  taken  by  Bertholdt,  De  Wette,  Hitzig, 
Ewald,  Yon  Lengerke,  Olshausen,  Hupfeld. 

In  favour  of  the  titles  it  may  be  alleged — 

1.  That  they  are  very  old.  The  Seventy  found  them.  In 
their  day  the  musical  notices  had  already  oecome  unintelligi- 
ble and  therefore  they  sometimes  render  them  in  an  unintelligible 
way.  The  traditions  preserving  their  meaning  had  been  alraidy 
lost.  In  answer  to  this  De  T\^tte  has  remarked,  that  the  re- 
moteness of  the  translators  from  Jerusalem,  and  their  separation 
from  the  temple-service,  prevented  them  from  becoming  ac- 
quainted with  devotional  music  and  similar  matters ;  for  which 
reason  they  failed  to  imderstand  the  titles.*  If  this  be  correct, 
distance  of  place  not  of  time  was  the  cause  of  their  ignorance. 

2.  It  was  customary  among  Oriental  peets  to  prefix  their 
names  to  their  poems.  The  Arabians  did  so ;  and  that  the 
Hebrews  followed  the  same  practice  is  supposed  to  be  confirmed 
by  the  poems  in  Exodus  xv. ;  Deut.  xxxii.,  xxxiii. ;  Judg.  v., 
which  contain  the  names  of  the  writers.  It  is  also  favoured  by 
the  titles  in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  1,  and  Is.  xxxviii.  9  ;  2  Sam.  xxii.  I. 
This    argument   is    hardly  conclusive,  for  in    Deuteronomy, 

^  See  KeU's  Einleit.  p.  38S.  *  Commentar,  Einleit  p.  21. 
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Exodus,  and  Judges,  the  names  of  the  poets  are  not  in  proper 
titles  but  only  in  connection  with  the  narratives ;  while  pro- 
phets may  have  designated  their  utterances  by  their  names, 
without  Hebrew  poets  generally  doing  the  same.  The  titles  in 
2  Sam.  and  Isaiah  proceeded  from  a  later  time.  .    . 

3.  All  the  psalms  are  not  provided  with  titles ;  and  the  exist- 
ing inscriptions  present  the  greatest  variety  of  form,  contents, 
length,  shortness,  etc.  If  later  collectors  had  prefixed  them  by 
coniecture,  they  would  not  only  have  put  them  to  many  now 
without  any,  but  would  also  have  given  them  greater  uniformity. 
In  reply  to  this  we  affirm,  that  the  great  variety  of  inscriptions 
is  owmg  to  the  variety  of  persons  from  whom  they  proceeded. 
If  the  collectors  had  no  conjectures  to  give  in  relation  to  the 
titles  of  many  psalms,  why  snould  they  prefix  any  on  the  basis 
of  the  psalms  themselves ;  especially  as  it  is  often  difficult  to 
derive  a  probable  conclusion  respecting  the  author  from  the 
contents. 

4.  The  titles  which  relate  to  the  character,  authors,  historical 
occasion,  and  immediate  design,  shew  themselves  to  be  original 
and  genuine  by  the  fact  that  they  are  often  confirmed  by  the 
historical  books,  without  being  taken  from  them  by  mere  conjec- 
ture ;  and  also  that  they  agree  well  with  the  subject-matter ; 
contain  nothing  demonstrably  false  ;  and  are  only  deemed  erro- 
neous or  unsuitable  because  of  many  dogmatic,  SDsthetical,  and 
critical  prepossessions. 

It  may  be  admitted  that  the  historical  notices  in  the  titles  are 
confirmed  by  the  historical  books  in  some  instances,  and  were 
independent  of  them  in  origin.  But  in  others,  we  are  compelled 
to  believe  that  they  were  taken  from  the  Old  Testament  books 
themselves ;  as  in  Psalm  xxxiv.  1  compared  with  1  Sam.  xxi. 
12-15.  Here  the  title  is  "  A  psalm  of  David  when  he  changed 
his  behaviour  before  Abimelech,  who  drove  him  away,  and  he 
departed."  These  words  are  taken  literally  from  1  Sam.  xxi.  14 
— ^from  a  work  written  long  after  David's  time.  Hence  the  poet 
himself  did  not  write  them,  or  any  contemporary.  Again,  the 
name  of  the  Philistine  king  is  incorrectly  given;  Abimelech 
instead  of  Achish,  shewing  that  it  was  from  memory.  The  title 
is  also  unsuitable  to  the  contents,  which  speak  of  general  deli- 
verances from  danger,  not  of  a  single  peril.  The  psalm  is 
alphabetical,  and  beiars  the  stamp  of  a  later  age.  Finally,  it 
is  improbable  that  David  would  found  a  psalm  on  an  expedient 
of  doubtful  morality.  If  he  did  so  at  a  later  period  of  his  life, 
as  some  argue,  he  would  surely  have  introduced  an  expression 
of  sorrow  for  the  means  to  which  he  resorted.  In  answer  to 
some  of  these  considerations  Hengstenberc;  assumes,  that  David 
on  some  occasion  in  the  subsequent  part  of  his  history  was  filled 
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with  livelj  emotions  arising  from  the  recollection  of  this  won- 
derful escape,  and  made  it  ike  basis  of  a  treasure  of  edification 
for  the  use  of  the  godly  in  all  ages.  This  is  mere  conjecture ;  as 
is  also  the  same  critic's  assertion  that  Abimeleeh  was  the  tradi- 
tional title  of  the  PhiUstine  kings,  as  Pharaoh  was  of  the  Egyp- 
tian ones;  Ackish  the  personal  title.  Abimeleeh  mesLUS  father 
of  a  king,  and  refers  to  hereditary  descent.^  But  hereditary 
descent  is  usually  indicated  by  hinges  eon,  not  king' e  father. 

Another  example  of  the  historical  occasion  in  the  title  being 
taken  from  the  Old  Testament  itself  is  in  Ps.  liv.  1  from  1  Sam. 
xziii.  19.  The  verbal  coincidence  alone  shews  that  the  title  is 
unauthentic.  The  psalm  contains  nothing  individual.  It  is  of 
general  import.  And  the  fifth  verse  shews,  that  the  enemies 
from  whom  the  poet  was  delivered  were  strangers  or  foreigners, 
not  Hebrews  like  Saul.     The  word  D^*^|  does  not  mean  enemies, 

aliens  in  spirit,  as  some  translate  and  even  Gesenius  endeavours 
to  justify  by  the  analogy  of  the  Latin  hostis  and  Greek  (ivo^. 
The  analogy  from  Semitic  to  Indo-Germanic  is  precarious. 
Olshausen  and  others  arbitrarily  conjecture  that  the  reading  is 
incorrect. 

Keil  unnecessarily  urges  against  the  above  reasoning  that 
notices  are  wanting  in  some  psalms  which  owed  their  ongin  to 
historical  circumstances  (xlvi.,  xlviii.,  Ixxxvii.  etc.)  or  presented 
copious  material  for  historical  conjectures  (xx.,  xliii.,  Ixi.); 
while  they  are  wanting  in  other  psalms  whose  contents  furnished 
no  ffround  for  them  (xxxiv.,  liv.,  Ivii.,  Ix.).'  Uniformity  should 
not  De  looked  for. 

We  cannot  assent  to  the  view  that  the  titles  always  agree 
with  the  contents  of  the  psalms  to  which  they  are  prefixed.  It 
is  true  that  Hengstenberg  and  Keil  have  tried  to  shew  their 
correspondence,  and  expended  great  ingenuity  in  the  attempt. 
No  impartial  reader,  however,  will  believe  that  they  have  suc- 
ceeded. Their  position  is  untenable,  whatever  ability  be  shewn 
in  proving  it.  The  titles  revise  to  be  cramped-  within  the  hy- 
pothesis made  for  them.  The  authors  given,  as  weU  as  the 
occasions,  are  often  incorrect.  It  is  easy  to  say  that  our  de- 
nial is  based  on  doctrinal,  essthetical,  or  critical  preposses- 
sions. Such  prepossessions  may  belong  to  one  side  as  well  as 
the  other.  No  commentator  on  the  Psalms  shews  more  of  them 
than  Hengstenberg.  Eeil  and  Alexander  follow  in  his  wake, 
twisting  anything  that  appears  intractable  at  first  sight  into  the 
narrow  bed  of  the  hypothesis  which  boldly  maintains  the  titles 
to  be  an  original  part  of  the  Psalms  themselves.  Let  us  give  a 
few  examples  in  proof  of  our  denial. 

1  Bee  Henffftenbere'B  Coinmentar,  vol.  ii.  p.  22S  et  leqq. 
*  HiTemicrs  Einleitang,  dritter  Theil,  pp.  189, 140. 
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The  title  of  the  sixtieth  psalm  we  hold  to  he  imsmtaUe  and 
inoon^eot.  **  To  the  chief  musician  upon  Shushan-eduth,  Mioh- 
tam  of  Dayid  to  teach ;  when  he  strove  with  Aram-naharaim 
and  with  Aratn-zobah,  when  Joab  returned,  and  smote  of  Edom 
in  the  yalley  of  sitlt  twelve  thousand."  According  to  this  notice, 
the  psalm  refers  to  the  history  given  in  2  Sam.  viii.  3-14 ; 
1  Chron.  xviii  3,  etc.  David  carried  on  war  with  the  Syrians 
of  Nisibis,  and  conquered  them.  It  was  offensive  and  successful. 
Surely,  however,  the  commencing  verses  show  a  very  unpros- 
perous  state  of  affisiird.  The  people  had  experienced  great  dis- 
asters, and  were  discomfited.  The  marks  of  the  divine  displea- 
sure were  palpable. 

0  God,  thou  liai^t  6a8t  vis  off,  tliou  ha«t  scattered  on, 
Thou  hast  been  displeased,  0  turn  thyself  to  us  agsan. 
Thou  hast  made  the  earth  to  tremble,  thou  hast  broken  it, 
Heal  the  breaches  thereof,  for  it  shaketh. 

Thou  hast  shewed  thy  people  hard  tbinn, 

Thou  hast  made  us  to  ariUK  the  wine  of  astonishment. 

The  country  was  not  in  so  disordered  a  state  at  the  time  of 
the  Syrian  war  as  is  here  represented.  Besides,  David  already 
possessed  the  whole  land  of  Canaan.  He  could  not  therefore 
appeal  to  the  promise  of  Jehovah,  that  his  people  should  con- 
quer and  possess  it. 

God  hath  spoken  in  his  holiness,  I  will  rejoice, 

1  will  divide  Shechem  and  mete  out  the  valley  of  Sucooth. 
Gilead  is  mine  and  Manasseh  Is  mine ; 

Ephraim  also  is  the  strength  of  mine  head, 

Judah  is  my  lawgiver ; 

Moab  is  my  washpot. 

Over  Edom  will  1  cast  out  my  shoe ; 

Philistia,  triumph  thou  because  of  me. 

The  psalm  is  much  later  than  David's  time. 

Take  again  the  fifty-second,  whose  title  runs  thus :  "  To  the 
chief  musician,  Maschil,  a  psalm  of  David,  when  Doeg  the 
Edomite  came  and  told  Saul,  and  said  unto  him,  David  is  come 
to  the  house  of  Ahimelech."  The  contents  do  not  suit  this 
notice,  especially  the  seventh  verse. 

liO,  this  is  the  man  that  made  not  God  his  strength, 
But  trusted  in  the  abundance  of  his  riches, 
And  strengthened  himself  in  his  wickedness. 

Doeg's  riches  are  doubtful,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  his 
treachery  to  David.  Nor  is  it  easy  to  see  why  David  should 
have  thought  the  conduct  of  Saul's  servant  so  terrible  and  dan- 
gerous as  to  call  forth  the  strong  language. 

Wliy  boastest  thou  thyself  in  mischief,  0  mighty  man  ? 

The  goodness  of  God  endureth  continually. 

Thy  tongue  deviseth  mischiefs ; 

like  a  sharp  razor,  working  deceitfttlly. 
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The  epithet  here  taranslated  mighty  man  metiiiA  tyranty  oppressor ^ 
which  is  unsuitable  to  Doeg.  To  avoid  this  objection,  Eenffi- 
steiuberg  arbitrarily  and  unnaturally  applies  it  and  the  whole 
description  to  Saul.  Evan  the  verse  quoted  respecting  trust  in 
riches  is  referred  to  the  kinff.  The  critic  properly  feels  that 
Doeg^s  history  must  be  decked  out  with  many  imaginary  traits, 
if  the  description  in  the  psalm  be  suitable.  Neither  his  lying 
nor  deceit  is  Known  to  us  ixova  the  Old  Testament.  He  merely 
reported  a  fact  concerning  David  to  Saul.  That  David 
should  have  described  Saul  in  the  language  of  the  psalm  is 
entirely  opposed  to  his  conduct  towards  the  king.  He  had  still 
a  respect  for  the  Lord's  anointed,  and  would  not  have  deliber- 
atdv  characterised  him  thus. 

HhQ  144th  psalm  is  assigned  to  David  in  the  title.  This  is 
incorrect  for  various  reasons.  As  it  is  closely  related  to  the 
18th,  one  must  be  copied  from  the  other.  The  18th  is  the 
original,  because  the  144th  contains  other  reminiscences.  Thus 
the  third  verse  may  be  compared  with  Ps.  xxxi.  8  and  viii.  6  ; 
the  fifth  not  only  with  xviii.  10,  but  civ.  32 ;  the  ninth  with 
xxxiii.  2,  etc.  The  18th  psalm  seems  to  have  been  composed 
when  David's  perils  were  past,  in  his  latter  days ;  but  the  144th 
was  written  in  the  midst  of  dangers.  The  tenth  verse  speaks  of 
David  in  the  third  person,  and  as  the  servant  of  Ood,  which 
David  himself  would  scarcely  do.  Besides  the  prefix  t^  points 
to  a  later  age  of  the  Hebrew  language  than  David's  time. 

In  like  manner  it  might  be  proved  that  the  sixty-first  and 
sixty-ninth,  and  others  bearing  the  inscription  of  David,  were 
not  written  by  him.  The  sixty-ninth  belongs  to  the  time  of  the 
exile,  and  was  written  soon  after  Cyrus  had  given  the  Jews 
permission  to  return.  The  style  of  it  is  like  Jeremiah's,  and 
probably  that  prophet  wrote  it.  The  seventy-ninth  is  erro- 
neously assigned  to  Asaph  in  the  title. 

The  fifty-first  psalm  is  post-Davidic,  as  the  last  two  verses 
prove — "  Do  good  in  thy  good  pleasure  imto  Zion  :  build  thou 
the  waUs  of  Jerusalem.  Then  shalt  thou  be  pleased  with  the 
sacrifices  of  righteousness,  with  burnt-offering  and  whole  burnt- 
offering:  then  shall  they  offer  bullocks  upon  thine  altar."  It 
is  true  that  they  are  but  loosely  appended  to  the  preceding  con- 
text, and  are  therefore  considered  by  many  a  later  addition. 
That  hjrpothesis  is  probably  groundless.  The  psalm  was  written 
at  a  time  when  the  city  and  temple  of  Jerusalem  were  thrown 
down.  Both  Zion  and  the  walls  of  the  capital  are  expressly  men- 
tioned. Hence  the  attempts  that  have  been  made  to  force  the 
meaning  into  union  with  David's  crime  in  relation  to  Bathsheba 
are  unworthy  of  notice.  The  poet  shews  a  right  sense  of  sin  as 
committed  mainly  against  God ;  and  a  thorough  feeling  of  the 
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worthlessness  of  external  sacrifices  apart  from  purity  of  heart  or 
rectitude  of  motive.  Whether  views  so  near  the  Christian  ones 
were  entertained  by  any  Jew  as  early  as  David's  time  is  doubt- 
ful. A  later  than  David  seems  to  be  required  by  the  appre- 
hension of  sin  as  well  as  the  state  of  Jerusalem,  implied  in 
the  poem.  The  beginning  of  the  Babylonish  captivitv  is  the 
most  probable  date.  Yenema  refers  to  other  cases  oi  psalms 
being  adapted  to  different  times  by  altering  or  adding  to  their 
contents^  as  xxv.  22  for  liturgical  use,  and  cxxxi.  3 ;  but  we 
cannot  think  that  the  last  two  verses  of  the  fifty-first  were  a 
later  appendix,  even  though  the  sixteenth  verse  does  not  seem 
to  agree  well  with  the  nineteenth. 

From  these  observations  it  would  appear,  that  we  reject  the 
genuineness  and  originality  of  the  titles,  because  they  are  some- 
times at  variance  with  the  contents ;  of  which  examples  have 
been  furnished.  Besides  the  incongruity  between  titles  and  the 
substance  of  psalms,  it  should  also  be  noticed  that  the  Septua- 

flnt  and  Syriac  versions  exhibit  the  titles  with  many  variations, 
hus  the  Hebrew  inscription  of  Fs.  xxvii.  is  in  the  Greek, 
be/are  being  anointed.  From  xciii.-xcvii.  are  furnished  by  the 
same  version  with  inscriptions  where  the  Hebrew  has  none. 
The  alteration  of  titles  by  these  translators  appears  to  shew 
that  they  did  not  regard  them  as  original  or  sacred.  Surely 
they  would  have  re&ained  from  meddling  with  what  was 
genuine.  Still  farther,  one  inscription  at  least  has  arisen  out  of 
various  notices  put  together.  The  eighty-eighth  psalm  has 
a  title  containing  the  three  synonymous  terms  l^p^,  "11  WO, 

VjpS^^  and  the  author  is  given,   Heman  the  Ezrahite,   in 

addition  to  the  sons  of  Korah.  Heman  did  not  belong  to  that 
family,  and  thus  two  opposites  are  combined.  It  is  also 
against  the  authenticity  of  the  inscriptions,  that  they  confine  the 
names  of  writers  to  David  and  several  temple-musicians  as- 
sociated with  him  of  whom  the  Chronicles  give  notices.  Tra- 
dition attributed  all  to  one  well-known  character  and  his  time. 
Hupfeld  also  remarks,^  that  the  titles  specifying  the  occasions 
which  gave  rise  to  the  odes  appear  in  no  more  than  thirteen 
Davidic  ones,  and  speak  of  the  Psalmist  in  the  third  person,  in 
the  manner  of  a  later  interpreter.  We  conclude,  therefore, 
that  many  titles  did  not  proceed  from  the  authors.  They  were 
prefixed  by  later  persons  according  to  tradition  and  conjecture. 
Sometimes  the  historical  books  were  used  as  helps ;  sometimes 
their  own  judgment  gave  rise  to  the  titles.  Sometimes  the 
author  and  occasion  had  been  determined  by  tradition.  Hence 
uniform  accuracy  should  not  be  looked  for.     It  is  better  to 

^  Die  PBalmen,  toI.  It.  p.  464. 
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judge  for  ourselves  than  to  follow  tbem  implicitly.  Some  were 
found  before  the  collectors  of  the  five  booKs  began  to  put  the 
psalms  together.  Others  were  prefixed  by  the  collectors  them- 
selves ;  and  others  still  later. 

YI.  AuTHOHS. — 1.  David.  Seventy-three  are  assigned  to 
him;  viz.,  iii.-ix.,  xi.-xzxii.,  xxxiv.-xli.,  li.-lxv.,  lxviii.-lxx.y 
Ixxxvi.,  ci.,  ciii.  cviii.-cx.y  cxxii.,  cxxiv.,  cxxxi.,  cxxxiii., 
cxxxviii.-cxlv.  Whether  all  these  headings  are  correct,  is  a 
question  that  can  only  be  determined  by  a  careful  examination  of 
each  psalm.  They  are  certainly  of  later  orirai  than  the  psalms 
themselves.  Yet  they  were  in  existence  before  the  Septuagint. 
And  it  is  hasty  to  conclude  that  when  nothing  existo  in  the 
historical  information  preserved  respecting  David  to  furnish 
occasion  to  odes  bearing  titles  with  nis  authorship,  the  alleged 
authorship  should  be  rejected.  Many  events  may  have  occurred 
in  his  life  of  which  no  historical  record  has  survived*  The 
best  method  of  proceeding  is  to  assume  the  alleged  Davidio 
authorship  till  internal  evidence  proves  the  contrary. 

For  the  better  understanding  of  the  psalms  ascribed  to  David, 
his  life  has  been  divided  into  three  partis,  (a)  His  residence  in 
the  court  of  Saul,  where  hostile  courtiers  envied  and  opposed 
him.  One  of  these  enemies  is  called  Cosh  the  Benjamite 
(vii.  1),  To  this  time  have  been  assigned  iv.,  v.,  xi.,  xii.,  xvii., 
XXXV.,  xli.,  Iv.,  Ixiv.,  etc.  (6)  His  persecution  by  Saul,  when 
his  life  was  in  continual  danger;  to  which  time  belong  vi., 
xxii.,  XXX.,  xxxi.,  xl.,  Ixvi.,  etc.  (c)  The  period  of  his  roval 
dignity,  as  li.,  iii.,  xviii.,  viii.  xix.,  xx.  The  advantage  of  this 
arrangement  is  not  very  obvious,  unless  most  of  the  seventy- 
three  really  belong  to  I>avid.  And  even  then,  it  is  very  dif- 
ficult to  distribute  them  aright.  Internal  evidence  is  more  to 
be  relied  on  than  a  mere  heading ;  though  it  may  be  unduly 
estimated,  especially  diction  and  style.  How  uncertain  it  is  to 
rely  on  the  titles  ascribing  seventy-three  psalms  to  David  may 
be  seen  from  the  fact  that  Ewald,  resting  mainly  on  the 
language  and  contents,  attributes  to  David  no  more  than  the 
following :  xi.,  vii.,  xxiv.,  ci.,  xv.,  xxix.,  xix.,  viii.,  xxxii.,  iii., 
iv.,  xviii.,  ex.,  xx.,  ii.  It  is  possible  to  give  too  little  weight 
to  the  ascription  of  authorship  in  the  title,  and  to  rest  too  much 
on  a  kind  of  internal  evidence  which  is  not  decisive.  Ewald, 
Hitzig,  and  some  later  critics,  are  perhaps  too  prone  to  discard 
the  Davidic  authorship.  Others  who  think  that  we  can  with 
certainty  deny  him  the  authorship  of  those  psalms  only  which 
contain  clear  references  to  the  captivity,  err  in  the  opposite 
extreme.  A  nice  perception  of  all  internal  features,  with  an 
ability  to  estimate  evidence  at  its  proper  worth,  is  the  best 
guarantee  for  a  safe  conclusion  on  this  point. 
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Let  us  take  a  psalm  and  exanune  its  authorahip.  The  seven- 
teenth has  the  heading,  **  a  prayer  of  David."  There  \a  nothing 
in  the  contents  to  shew  the  particular  situation  in  which  the 
alleged  writer  was,  when  he  penned  it.  He  was  surrounded  by 
wicked  enemies,  by  worldly-minded  men  who  devised  his  ruin. 
In  this  dangerous  situation  he  calls  upon  God  for  help  and 
safety.  Because  we  have  no  means  of  identifying  these  enemies, 
the  psalm  need  not  be  denied  to  David.  They  may  have  been 
Soul  and  his  adherents ;  or  enemies  on  whom  he  was  going  to 
make  war ;  though  no  political  allusion  appears.  The  fifteenth 
verse  has  been  supposed  to  furnish  a  ground  against  David's 
authorship;  but  this  implies  that  the  awaking  mentioned  in  it 
means  awaking  from  death ;  an  idea  which  originated  in  later 
times  than  David's.  The  awaking  refers  to  natural  sleep — rising 
in  the  morning — and  to  nothing  else.     Hupfeld  also  alludes  to 

the  peculiar  use  of  \^Ti  and  D^3  in  the  fourteenth  verse  as 
possibly  pointing  to  a  late  period.^  This  is  too  uncertain  to  be 
relied  on.  The  senses  of  both  words  are  ambiguous.  In  the 
absence  therefore  of  any  valid  argument  to  the  contrary,  we 
refer  the  seventeenth  psedm  to  David,  as  the  title  has  it. 

Again,  the  sixteenth  psalm,  entitled  ''  Michtam  of  David,"  has 
nothing  to  prevent  its  Davidic  authorship.  It  is  indeed  dii£cult 
to  find  the  historical  occasion  of  it  in  his  life  ;  but  that  need  not 
be  a  stumbling-block  in  the  way.  Even  Hitzig  concedes  that  it 
was  written  by  David ;  and  De  Wette  afBirms  that  there  is  no 
decisive  reason  against  that  view.  Why  then  should  we  have 
recourse  with  Bottcher*  to  the  hypothesis  that  it  proceeded  from 
a  Jew  in  the  time  of  the  exile.  The  mention  of  idolatry  should 
not  place  it  there,  for  idolatry  existed  in  Palestine  even  in  David's 
time.  Nor  is  the  tone  of  complaint  sufficient  to  associate  it 
with  other  psalms  of  later  origin.  Hence  we  disapprove  of 
Ewald's  denial  of  the  Davidic  authorship.  Internal  evidence 
does  not  justify  such  denial.  Rather  does  it  agree  well  with 
the  heading.  The  Septuagint  version  assigns  to  David  eleven 
others  in  addition  to  the  seventy-three  of  the  Hebrew  text. 
Some  of  these  are  incorrectly  given  to  hiuL 

The  variety  of  the  psalms  belonging  to  David  shews  a  mind 
richly  endowed.  The  royal  singer  excels  in  the  hymn,  the 
poem,  the  elegy,  the  didactic  ode.  The  various  situations  in 
which  he  was  placed  must  have  contributed  to  nourish  his  poetic 

genius,  storing  the  mind  with  illustrations  and  images  drawn 
om  a  vast  range  of  observation.  The  Spirit  of  God  had  in- 
spired his  capacious  heart  in  a  high  de^ee ;  and  its  manifold 
richness  was  called  forth  into  exercise  oy  scenes  and  circum- 

^  Vol.  i.  p.  336.         *  Froben  alttestamentlicher  Schzifterkliiruiigy  a.  s.  w.,  p.  42. 
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(Btanoes  as  yarioud  as  have  fallen  to  the  lot  of  anj.  He  was  a  many- 
sided  poet,  whose  harp  was  full-stringed.  Angels  of  joy  and  of 
sorrow  swept  over  its  ch^ds  as  they  passed.  All  varieties  of 
spiritual  emotion  and  experience  appear.  Great  depth  and 
liveliness  of  sensibility,  strong  faith  of  the  heroic  order,  high 
hope,  far-reaching  desire,  anticipations  of  future  glory  and 
completion,  depression  and  despondency — all  the  gsamut  of  the 
spiritual  man — are  evinced  in  his  writings.  The-  diction  too 
is  varied,  both  difficult  and  easy,  soft,,  diffuse,,  tender.  The 
characteristics  of  his  psalms  are  softness,  elegance,  pathos,  not 
sublimity.  The  last  quality  appears  only  occasionally,  as  in  the 
eighteenth  and  nineteenth.  As  supplication  and  complaint 
occupy  a  principal  place  in  his  compositions,  the  highest  order 
of  poetry  can  hardly  be  expected.  We  do  not  commonly  find 
the  grand,  the  powerful,  the  sublime,  the  soaring;,  but  the 
^aintive  and  placid.  Single  Psalmists  may  have  excelled 
i)avid  in  one  kind  of  poetic  ability ;  but  none  can  be  compared 
with  him  in  general  merit  or  range  of  inspiration.  ''  His  traits 
of  inspiration,"  says  the  poet  Campbell,  **  are  lovely  and  touch- 
ing rather  than  daring  and  astonishing.  His  voice,  as  a  wor^ 
shipper,  has  a  penetrating  accent  of  human  sensibility,  var3ring 
from  plaintive  melancholy  to  luxuriant  gladness,  and  even 
rising  to  ecstatic  rapture.  In  grief  his  heart  is  melted  like  UKUf 
and  deep  answers  to  deep,  while  the  waters  of  affliction  pass  over 
him ;  or  his  soul  is  led  to  the  green  pastures  by  tne  quiet 
waters,  or  his  religious  confidence  pours  forth  the  metaphors  of 
a  warrior  in  rich  and  exulting  succession.  *'The  Lord  is  my 
rock,  and  my  fortress,  and  my  deliverer ^  my  Ood,  my  strength,  in 
whom  I  will  trust,  my  buckler  and  the  horn  of  my  salvation^  and 
my  high  tower.*  Some  of  the  sacred  writers  may  excite  the 
imagination  more  powerfully  than  David, .  but  none  of  them 
app^  more  interestingly  to  the  heart.  Nor  is  it  in  tragic  so 
much  as  in  joyous  expression,  that  I  conceive  the  power  of  his 
genius  to  consist.  Its  most  inspired  aspect  appears  to  present 
itself  when  he  looks  abroad  upon  the  universe  with  the  eye  of  a 
poet,  and  with  the  breast  of  a  glad  and  grateful  wordiipper. 
when  he  looks  up  to  the  starry  firmament,  his  soul  assimilates 
to  the  splendour  and  serenity  wnich  he  contemplates,"^ 

2.  The  ninetieth  psalm  is  ascribed  to  Moses.  Whether  he 
was  the  real  author  is  uncertain;  but  the  language  has  an 
antique  stamp,  that  agrees  with  an  old  date.  Although  there- 
fore Rudinger,  Grotius,  De  Wette,  Hupfeld,  Olshausen,  and 
others,  have  doubted  whether  Moses  be  rightly  named  as  the 
author,  there  is  not  sufficient  reason  to  deny  it.    The  Talmudic 

^  New  HonUily  Mag«sine  for  1S21,  toL  L  pp.  3S6,  3S7. 
▼OL.  ZL  17 
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writers  ascribe  to  Moees  tlie  ten  following  psalms,  i.e.,  xci.-o.| 
according  to  a  rule  of  theirs  that  the  anonymous  odes  belonff 
to  the  writer  specified  immediately  before  them.  Jerome  and 
Oriffen  acknowledged  this  canon,  false  as  it  is.  The  contents 
of  the  odes  themselves  refute  it.  Thus  the  ninehr-ninth  puts 
Samuel,  as  well  as  Moses  and  Aaron,  among  the  prophets. 
Hence  it  was  written  after  Samuel.  Hibbard  is  decidedly  wrong 
in  supposing  that  Moses  wrote  the  ninety-first,  which  is  as  late 
as  the  captivity  at  least.^ 

3.  Two  are  ascribed  to  Solomon,  the  72nd  and  127th.  The 
title  of  the  former  probably  may  mean  that  the  psalm  relates  to 
Solomon,  not  that  he  is  tne  writer.  Certainly  Solomon  would 
not  have  written  of  himself  in  such  strains.  The  ascription 
of  the  latter  to  Solomon  is  incorrect.  It  is  remarkable  that 
it  is  omitted  by  the  LXX.  The  title  probably  arose  from 
the  mistaken  application  of  the  house  in  the  first  verse  to  the 
tetnpky  and  the  beloved  in  the  second  verse  to  Solomon  (2  Sam. 
xii.  25^. 

4.  Twelve  are  attributed  to  Asaph,  viz.,  1.,  IxxiiL-lxxziii. 
Asaph  was  David's  chief  musician.  He  was  son  of  Berechiahir 
a  Levite,  of  the  family  of  Gershom,  and  bears  the  title  of  9eer 
in  2  Chron.  zxix.  30  (comp.  1  Chron.  xv.  17,  xvi.  5).  Feeling 
the  impossibility  of  maintaining  Asaph's  authorship  of  all  the 
twelve,  Hengstenberg  and  Keil  assume  that  he  and  the  members 
of  his  family  wrote  them.  The  gift  and  office  of  Asaph  were 
thus  hereditary.  The  subterfuge-nature  of  this  view  is  apparent. 
Why  should  his  sons  not  be  mentioned,  if  they  wrote  some  of 
the  twelve,  five  as  Keil  thinks ;  for  oidy  seven  are  allowed  to 
Asaph  himself  by  this  critic,  viz.,  1.,  Ixxiii.,  Ixxvii.,  liLXviii., 
lxxx.-lxxxii  P  ^  The  fiftieth  may  be  truly  assigned  to  Asaph. 
There  is  nothing  against  the  tradition.  The  seventy-third  was 
probably  his  also.  The  seventy-fourth  cannot  have  been  his. 
The  seventy-fifth  is  later  than  Asaph's  time.  The  seventy-sixth 
is  also  later.  The  seventy- seventh  probably  alludes  to  the 
Babylonish  captivity.  The  seyenty-eighth  shews  that  the  writer 
of  it  lived  after  the  division  of  the  tribes  into  two  kingdoms 
(see  verses  9,  67,  68).  The  seventy-ninth  is  evidently  posterior 
to  Asaph ;  so  is  the  eightieth.  The  eighty-first  refers  te  a  time 
when  the  passover  was  celebrated.  It  is  not  therefore  David's. 
The  eighty-third  belongs  te  the  period  of  the  captivity.  Judg- 
ing by  the  two(l.,  Ixxiii.)  Asaph  was  a  didactic  poet  of  a  very 
high  order,  llie  ideas  are  excellent  and  the  style  forcible. 
Indeed  the  fiftieth  shews  that  he  overleapt  external  rites  as 
insufficient  to  constitute  true  rdigion,   and  placed  it  in  the 


>  The  Paalnii  cbronoloffically  arranged,  part  i.  sect 
*  See  H&Temick'e  £iiifeit.  dntter  Ilieii,  p.  214. 
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mind.  The  sentimezits  are  lofty  in  tone,  eyincing  the  phfloso- 
pher  and  poet. 

5.  Eleven  psalms  are  ascribed  to  the  sons  of  Korah,  viz.,  xlii., 
zliii.  (forming  one)  xliv.-xlix.,  Izzziv.,  Ixxxv.,  Ixxxyii.,  IxxxviiL 
The  sons  of  Korah  were  a  Levitical  family  of  singers  who  still 
continued  in  that  employment  in  the  reign  of  Jehoshaphat 
(2  Chron.  xx.  19).  It  is  very  probable  that  xlii.-xlix.,  Ixxxiv. 
were  written  by  the  same  poet,  who  did  not  belong  to  the  time 
of  David  or  Solomon,  but  to  the  Assyrian  period.  Bleek  thinks 
that  he  was  a  Jewish  priest  living  in  the  reign  of  Ahaz  or 
Hezekiah.  The  particuLEurs  he  adduces  in  favour  of  this  view 
commend  it  to  our  acceptance.^  The  eighty-fifth  is  later  than 
the  captivity ;  and  the  eighty-seventh  is  of  the  Chaldean  time. 
It  is  difficult  to  conceive  of  a  plurality  of  authorship  unless,  as 
is  usually  assumed,  sometimes  one  of  the  sons,  sometimes  another 
wrote  tne  psalms  in  question,  without  dividing  one  among 
several  persons.  None  suits  the  Davidic  period.  All  are  later. 
Tradition,  after  assigning  to  David  aU  that  appeared  to  be  his, 
fixed  upon  the  singers  of  his  time,  who  were  known  firom 
the  books  of  Chronicles.  To  this  is  owing  the  fact  of  the 
Korahites  being  selected  as  authors.  It  is  possible,  indeed,  that 
the  Korahites  mav  have  been  nothing  more  than  the  singers  ;  for 
the  sons  of  £orah,  t.^.,  composed  for  them  and  to  be  performed 
by  them  with  music  in  the  temple,  as  Eichhom  imagines.     But 

the  analogy  of  the  preposition  ^  in  titles  is  against  this  view. 
Whoever  prefixed  the  headings  intended  to  give  the  Korahites 
as  authors.  These  eleven  are  generally  speaking  exquisite  lyrics, 
characterised  by  liveliness,  rapidity  of  movement,  and  high 
conception. 

6.  The  eighty-ninth  psalm  is  attributed  to  Ethan  the  Ezra- 
hite.  Who  he  was  is  uncertain.  In  1  Kings  iv.  31  Solomon 
is  said  to  have  been  wiser  than  Ethan  the  Ezrahite;  and  in 
1  Chron.  ii.  6,  we  read  of  Ethan  as  a  son  of  Zerah.  All  that  is 
known  of  him  is  that  he  was  a  Levitical  singer  in  the  time  of 
David.  The  subject  of  the  eiffhty-ninth  Psalm  is  one  of  David's 
posterity,  a  fiallen  king  of  his  house  whom  the  poet  represents  as 
the  speaker.  The  poet  wrote  immediately  before  or  during  the 
captivity.  In  the  title  of  the  eighty-eighth  Heman  the  Ezrahite 
appears  to  be  mentioned  as  the  author.  The  other  part  of  the 
title  gives  the  sons  of  Korah.  Heman  was  a  descendant  of 
Korah  in  David's  time  (1  Chron.  vi.  18 ;  xv.  17,  19)  ;  so  that 
two  discrepant  statements  are  here  put  together  in  one  heading. 

Fifty  psalms  are  anonymous,  viz.,  i.,  ii.,  x.,  xxxiiL,  xliii., 
Levi.,  Ixvu.,  Ixzi.,  xci.-c.,  cii.,  civ.-cvii.,  cxi.-cxxi.,  cxxiii.,  cxxv., 

1  Emleitiing,  pp.  617,  61S. 
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cxxyi.,  cxxYm.-cxxx.,  cxxxii.,  cxxxiy.-cxxxyii.,  cxlyi.-cL  Some 
of  these  were  written  by  Dayid,  as  the  third ;  but  the  majoritj 
are  later,  belonging  either  to  the  declining  period  of  the  nation 
or  the  captivity. 

It  is  somewnat  singular  that  none  of  the  prophets  is  named 
as  the  author  of  psalms  in  the  headings.  The  Septuagint 
ascribes  the  137th  to  Jeremiah,  incorrectly  so;  because  it  is 
apparent  that  it  was  written  after  the  captivitr,  when  the  recol- 
lection of  injuries  was  strong  in  the  mind  of  the  poet,  and  the 
feeling  of  revenge  vividlv  awake.  The  138th  is  assigned  in  the 
same  version  to  Haggai  and  Zechariah.  The  146th,  147th, 
and  148th  are  ascribed  to  the  same  prophets.  These  are  mere 
conjectures,  for  which  no  ffood  reason  can  be  found  in  the  com- 
positions themselves.  Hitzig  has  endeavoured  to  prove  that 
Isaiah  was  the  author  of  xlvi.-xlviii.,  and  Jeremiah  of  v.,  vL, 
xiv.,   xxii.-xli.,   lii.-lv.,   Ixix.-lxxi.      We   cannot   approve   of 

g'ving  such  a  number  to  Jeremiah.  Hitzig's  reasoning  in 
vour  of  his  view  is  often  perverted  and  arbitrary  ;  as  for 
example  in  the  case  of  the  fifth  and  sixth.  The  fourteenth  how- 
ever, is  so  like  to  Jeremiah's  writing  that  it  may  most  probably 
be  assigned  to  him.  A  few  others  appear  to  belong  to  him 
(Ixxiv.,  Ixxvi.,  Ixxx.,  Ixxxiii.),  but  not  so  many  as  Hitzig 
supposes.  Internal  evidence  £^ews  that  the  following  belong 
to  the  exile-time  or  after:  li.,  cii.,  cxxxvii.,  cxix.,  cxxiii., 
cxxiv»,  cvii.,  cxxi.,  cxxii.,  cxxvi.,  cxlvii.,  Ixxxv.,  Ixxxvii., 
xd.,  xcvi.-xcviii.,  ciii.,  civ.,  cxiii.,  cxvi.,  cxxv.-cxxix.,  oxxxv., 
oxxxvi.,  cxxxix.,  cxliv.,  cxlvi.,  cxlviii.-cl. 

VII.  Alleged  Maccabean  Psalms. — Were  any  psalms  written 
so  late  as  the  Maccabean  period  P  This  question  has  greatly 
divided  the  opinions  of  critics.  Many  hold  the  affirmative,  as 
Rudinffer,  Hermann  Van  der  Hardt,  Venema,  E.  Q-.  Bengel, 
Bertholdt,  Paulus,  Kaiser,  Hitzig,  Hesse,  Olshausen,  Von  Len- 

fsrke,  Herzfeld,  De  Jong.  Gesenius,  Be  Wette,  Hengstenberg, 
eil,  Haasler,  Ewald,  JDieek,  Delitzsch,  etc.,  take  the  opposite 
side,  and  rightly  so  in  our  opinion.  The  extent  to  which  Hitzig 
has  pushed  the  theory  is  extravagant ;  for  he  holds  that  from 
the  seventy-third  and  onward  not  a  single  pre-Maccabean  psalm 
occurs  in  the  book.  He  also  puts  the  first  and  second  into  the 
same  category.  Olshausen  has  gone  beyond  Bitzig  in  assigning 
no  psalm  whatever  to  the  Davidic  or  Solomonic  period,  but 
throwing  the  most  of  them  into  the  Maccabean  time,  even  down 
to  the  age  of  John  Hyrcanus.  This  is  decidedly  erroneous. 
The  canon  was  completed  before  then,  according  to  the  best 
evidence  we  have  on  the  subject.  The  prologue  of  the  Greek 
translator  of  Jesus  Sirach's  book  appears  to  imply  that  his 
grand&ther  lived  at  the  commencement  of  the  Maccabean  time ; 
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yet  the  law,  prophets,  and  the  other  books  (hagiographa)  already 
existed.  And  how  coiild  Maccabean  psalnis  get  into  the  first, 
second,  and  third  books  of  the  collection  P  !mcorrect  views  of 
the  origin  of  these  new  psalms  could  scarcely  have  obtained  such 
general  currency  within  a  few  years  as  to  be  embodied  in  the 
titles. 

Besides,  the  closing  doxology  of  the  fourth  book  appended 
to  the  106th  Psalm,  compared  with  1  Chron.  xvi.  36,  shews  that 
the  whole  collection,  witn  the  five  closing  doxolo^es  of  the  five 
books,  existed  prior  to  the  Maccabean  time.  The  psalm  in 
1  Chron.  xvi.  8-36,  there  attributed  to  David,  was  made  up 
of  Ps.  cv.,  xcvi.,  cvi  And  as  the  doxology  of  cvi.  is  adopted,  it 
must  have  been  appended  before  the  Chronicle- writer  compiled 
his  work,  which  is  tantamount  to  the  assertion  that  the  pralter 
existed  in  its  present  state  before  the  book  of  Chronicles  ap- 
peared.^ When  the  Chronist  wrote  (i.e.,  in  the  fourth  centuiy 
B.C.)  the  psalter  was  reckoned  the  sacred  collection  of  David  s 
psalms.  Hence  he  took  parts  of  three  that  appeared  suitable 
for  that  monarch's  hymn  of  thanksgiving,  on  the  occasion  of 
the  ark's  being  set  in  the  tent  prepared  for  it. 

The  first  book  of  Maccabees,  both  in  the  original  and  its 
Gh"eek  translation,  existed  at  the  end  of  the  second  century. 
And  various  parts  of  it  shew  that  the  writer  had  the  present 
psalter  before  him,  and  regarded  it  as  David's  sacred  composi- 
tions.' 

Again,  there  is  a  close  agreement  of  single  verses  in  these 
alleged  Maccabean  psalms  with  various  passages  in  the  prophetic 
writmgB  of  an  earner  time,  especially  with  Jeremiah  and  La- 
mentations, which  is  against  their  Maccabean  origin.  The  same 
period  gives  birth  to  writings  distinguished  by  relationship, 
unless  it  can  be  shewn  that  one  is  an  imitation  of  the  other. 
But  the  alleged  Maccabean  compositions  bear  no  marks  of  being 
imitated.  Inat  lyric  poetry  indeed  should  have  flourished  at 
the  age  of  the  Maccabees  has  nothing  improbable  in  it.  The 
times  were  stirring.  Beligious  enthusiasm  was  kindled,  and 
might  pour  itself  forth  in  high  strains  and  elevated  diction. 
The  language,  however,  would  hardly  be  so  pure  as  that  of  the 
Davidic  time.  The  spirit  might  be  equal,  as  Sirach's  example 
shews ;  but  the  diction  could  not  be  so  nree  from  marks  of  decay. 
Neither  Hitzig  nor  Olshausen  has  succeeded  in  weakeningthe 
force  of  Hasskr's  arguments  against  Maccabean  psalms.'  That 
they  are  all  pertinent  and  vaUd  we  will  not  say.     Delitzsdi^  has 

>  See  Bleek,  Stodien  nnd  Kritiken,  p.  371,  et  seqq. ;  and  Ebleitiuig,  p.  610. 
*  See  Ewuld,  Seohstet  Jfthrbuoh,  p.  20  et  seqq. 

s  SeeCommentatiocritieadeP&aliiusMaGoab.  Parts  I.  and  II.  1827  and  1833.  4to. 
A  Commentar  ueber  der  Pulter,  toI.  ii.  p.  378  et  seqq. 
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argued  better  against  sucli  psalms ;  and  De  Jong^  concedes  tliai 
only  four  are  demonstrably  of  so  late  origin.  We  believe,  how- 
ever, that  the  history  of  the  canon  is  decidedly  adverse  to  the 
view  he  holds.     That  argument  at  least  is  apposite. 

VIII.     CoLLECmON,    AND    DISTRIBUTION     INTO    FIVE     BOOKS. 

As  to  the  collection  of  the  psalms,  and  their  distribution  into 
five  books,  there  is  no  evidence  except  the  internal.  Some  sup- 
pose that  it  was  all  done  by  one  person  who  did  not  precede 
I^ehemiah.  It  is  conjectur^  that  Ezra  was  the  collector,  since 
he  was  contemporary  with  Nehemiah.  Those  who  imagine  that 
the  whole  was  compiled  and  arranged  by  one  man,  try  to  find 
one  principle  running  throughout.  Sinularity  of  contents  and 
of  destination  guided  the  arrangement.  The  first  place  was 
given  to  the  Psalms  of  David  and  his  contemporaries,  Asaph 
with  his  choir  of  singers,  Heman  and  other  Korahites — the 
creators  and  masters  of  the  lyrical  poetry  in  the  Psalms.  The 
compositions  of  these  poets  were  then  distributed  into  three 
books,  according  to  the  prevailing  usage  of  the  two  names  of 
Deity.  The  first  book  has  Psalms  of  David  alone;  and  the 
name  of  Jehovah  is  predominant  in  it.  The  second  contains 
Psalms  of  David  and  his  contemporaries,  the  sons  of  Korah, 
Asaph,  Solomon,  and  a  few  unknown  poets — the  appellation 
Elohim  prevailing  in  it.  The  third,  containing  the  Psalms  of 
Asaph  and  the  Korahites,  received  its  position  partly  from  its 
mixed  (Jehovah-Elohistic),  and  partly  from  its  purely  Jehovistic, 
character.  In  these  three  books  individusd  pseJms  are  so 
arranged  as  to  have  some  link  of  union  eitlier  in  their  internal 
relation  to  one  another,  the  similarity  of  occasions  on  which  they 
were  composed,  and  the  design  they  were  intended  to  serve,  in 
their  common  titles,  their  agreement  in  ideas  and  words,  their 
coincidence  in  certain  characteristic  images  and  expressions,  or 
in  a  combination  of  these  particulars.  Thus  the  odes  are  put 
together  as  the  links  of  a  chain ;  two  anonymous  Jehovistic 
psalms  (x.,  xxxiii.)  being  incorporated  with  the  first  book;  three 
anonymous  Elohim  ones  (xliii.,  Ixvi.,  Ixxi.)  with  the  second ; 
and  a  Davidic  psalm  (Ixxxvi.)  being  inserted  among  the  Korah- 
ite  poems  of  the  third  book.  The  first  and  second  psalms  are 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  collection,  because  of  their  common 
introductory  designation,  and  their  internal  relation  to  one 
another.  The  remaining  two  books  are  similarly  arranged  in 
accordance  with  the  succession  of  time ;  so  that  after  Moseses 
psalm,  which  as  the  oldest  stands  at  the  head  of  this  collection^ 
comes  a  decade  of  anonymous  ones  reaching  from  Solomon  to 
the  exile ;  then  a  series  written  during  the  exile  and  till  Ezra  ; 

1  Bigqiiifiitio  de  Psalmis  Maooab.  1857. 
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tiien  the  collection  of  pilgrim-songs  (cxx.-cxxxiv.)  succeeded  by 
the  last  group  of  temple  and  hallelujah-psalms.  In  the  three 
last  groups  are  inserted  such  Davidic  psalms  as  served  for  pat- 
terns to  later  poets  or  referred  by  their  contents  to  the  future 
condition  of  the  kingdom  of  God  in  its  contest  and  victories. 

Such  is  Hengstenberg's  hypothesis  elaborated  by  £eil.^  It  is 
very  ingenious  and  complex.  Too  artificial  to  be  probable,  it 
must  be  rejected.  The  canon  was  not  completed  by  Ezra ;  nor 
is  there  any  evidence  that  he  arranged  the  psalms  in  their 
present  order.  The  collection  is  not  pervaded  by  any  one  prin- 
ciple. It  has  no  uniformity  of  plan.  David's  psalms  are  not 
put  in  the  first  and  second  books,  lliey  are  scattered  through- 
out the  whole  five.  Why  is  this  ?  Neither  Asaph's  psalms  nor 
the  Korahite  ones  are  aU  put  together.  Thus  succession  of  time 
is  not  carried  out  in  the  arrangement ;  some  of  David's  coming 
after  Moses's  (the  ninetieth).  The  usage  of  the  two  names  of 
Deity  did  not  strictly  regulate  the  first  three  books,  because 
psalms  in  which  Jehovah  predominates  are  in  the  third  book, 
as  well  as  the  first.  Compare,  for  instsmce,  the  eighty-sixth 
psalm.  And  Jehovah  is  the  prevailing  appellation  of  the  ninety- 
fourth  which  behmgs  to  the  fourth  book.  Besides,  individual 
psalms  are  not  put  together  by  virtue  of  any  perceptible  con- 
nexion of  subject.  Only  a  few  here  and  there  have  been  so 
placed  ;  the  majority  presenting  great  diversity  of  subject,  style, 
and  time  of  composition.  Thus  fifty  and  fifty-one  are  whoUy 
different  in  subject,  contents,  and  style;  their  juxta-position 
being  explicable  only  on  the  ground  of  contemporaneous  origin. 
The  138th  psalm,  which  is  ascribed  to  David,  succeeds  the  137th, 
which  is  post-exilian.  The  two  are  related  neither  in  time  nor 
contents.  In  short,  uniformity  of  plan  is  not  perceptible  as  a 
guiding  principle  in  the  arrangement  of  the  five  books.  Neither 
time,  nor  contents,  nor  name  of  Deity,  could  have  singly  in- 
fluenced the  distribution.  Nor  could  the  three  together  have 
been  the  ruling  principle ;  or  any  two  of  them.  Whichever 
thing  be  assumed  as  determining  the  coUector,  it  must  be 
checked  and  counterchecked  by  other  considerations^  till  it  be 
deprived  of  its  determining  power.  Hence  the  idea  of  one  man 
having  arranged  the  whole  must  be  abandoned,  especially  the 
idea  of  Ezra,  to  whom  some  psalms  are  probably  posterior.  The 
hand  of  a  single  person  is  not  seen,  because  no  pervading  bond 
of  internal  connexion  can  be  discovered  either  in  the  five  books 
as  they  now  are,  or  in  the  individual  odes  of  which  they  are 
made  up.  Some  other  hypothesis  than  that  of  Hengstenberg 
and  £eil  must  be  sought ;  as  theirs  cannot  be  correct.     Contra- 

^  Kefl'f  Einleitimg,  p.  348  et  ieqq. 
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dieted  as  it  ifi  by  an  impartial  induction  of  facts,  it  Mis  away  of 
itself. 

The  collection  was  made  gradually.  The  first  book  was  first 
put  together.  The  collector's  design  was  to  give  in  it  nothing 
but  psalms  of  David.  He  was  not  David  himself,  because  it 
containB  several  which  are  much  later  than  his  time,  as  the 
fourteenth  and  thirty-first.  Besides,  as  De  Wette  appositely 
remarks,  David  would  scarcely  have  bestowed  on  himself  the 
honourable  epithet  of  servant  of  Jehovah^  which  is  appended  to 
his  name  in  two  of  the  titles,  xviii.  and  zxxvi.  The  time  when 
this  first  book  was  made  must  be  placed  after  the  captivity,  on 
account  of  the  fourteenth  and  thurty-first  which  are  as  late  as 
that  time.  This  is  different  from  Bleek's  opinion  who  jdaces 
the  making  of  the  first  two  books  before  the  exile,  because  he 
thinks  that  the  whole  collection  was  not  later  i^an  Nehemiah. 

The  second  book  was  appended  to  the  first,  probably  by 
another  collector,  for  while  tne  prevailing  use  of  Jehotah  charao* 
tenses  the  first  book,  that  of  Elohim  belongs  to  the  second.  It 
arose  out  of  two  smaller  collections ;  since  xlii.-xlix.  are  from 
the  sons  of  Korah^  and  li.-lxv.  from  David.  Probably  U.-lxx. 
were  all  put  together  as  David's;  the  inscriptions  of  several 
with  his  name  having  dropped  out.  What  led  to  this  book  was 
perhaps  the  idea  of  giving  Davidic  compositions  which  hcul  not 
been  ^thered  i»to  fiie  first.  It  was  of  course  made  after  the 
captivity.  Psalms  of  that  period  are  found  in  it.  Ewald  sup- 
poses that  xlii.-l.  were  moved  out  of  their  original  place  after 
the  seventy-second  by  a  very  old  mistake ;  but  tiiis  is  arbitrary.^ 

The  third  book  also  originated  in  smaller  collections;  for  the 
odes  of  Asaph  stand  together  at  the  commencement  (Ixxiii.- 
Ixxxiii),  followed  by  Eorahite  ones  for  the  most  part.  It  has 
only  one  psalm  attributed  to  David,  i,e,  the  eighty-sixth,  and 
that  incorrectly.  It  is  supposed  by  Jahn  that  tnis  collector 
wishing  to  append  his  own  portion  to  the  preceding  ones,  and 
not  having  m  view  the  songs  of  David,  subjoined  a  formula  to 
the  seventy-second  to  the  effect  that  the  psabns  of  David  were 
ended.'  This  is  more  probable  than  the  opinion  of  Oarpzov  and 
Eichhom,  which  reganls  the  formula  as  tne  closing  subscription 
of  a  collection  that  had  subsisted  by  itself.  But  the  words  are 
meant  to  separate  what  precedes  m>m  the  following,  like  the 
analogous  phrases  in  Job  xxxi.  40  31^1^  H^*!  ^12313  and  Jer. 
IL  64  ^njJpi^  rPT  n^rny.  Olshausen' thinks  that  the  col- 
lector of  the  second  and  third  books  was  the  same  because  ilie 
name  of  Deity,  Elohim,  for  the  most  part  prevaik.'    But  Jeho- 

*  Die  Poetiflchen  Bucher  des  alten  Birndes,  I.  pp.  193-194. 

s  Einloitiuig,  II.  Theil,  pp.  718,  719.      >  Die  mlaifiQ  erUSrt,  Einleitang,  p.  81. 
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Tah  pTedominates  from  the  eighty-fourtli,  which  shews  that  the 
second  and  third  were  made  ap  by  different  persons.  Olshausen, 
indeed,  to  avoid  the  force  of  this  conclusion,  thinks  that  the  last 
six  psalms  of  the  third  were  a  later  appendix  from  another 
hand ;  bat  this  is  an  arbitrary  hypothesis. 

The  fourth  book  has  in  it  one  minor  collection;  psalms  xcii.-c. 
being  like  one  another  in  contents,  language,  tone,  and  belongs 
ingto  one  time. 

The  fifth  book  contains  two  minor  collections — liz,,  tJie  9ong9 
of  degrees  (cxx.-cxxxiy.),  and  the  hallelujah-psalms  (cxlYi.-cL). 
These  two  books  were  probably  made  by  one  collector ;  for  the 
use  of  Jehovah  prevails  in  them  with  a  very  few  exceptions. 
He  arranged  and  completed  the  fourth  before  the  fifth ;  because 
if  he  had  had  the  constituent  parts  of  the  latter  when  he  ipade 
the  former,  he  would  probably  have  terminated  the  fourth 
more  suitably  than  with  the  106th  psalm.  Whoever  he  was, 
it  seems  dear  that  he  had  the  first  three  books  before  him, 
because  the  108th  is  made  up  of  Ivii.  and  Ix.  in  the  second 
book ;  and  the  use  of  Jehovah  peculiar  to  the  second  book  is 
repeated. 

if  these  observations  respecting  the  collecting  and  arrange- 
ment of  the  psalms  be  correct,  it  will  appear  mat  both  order 
and  disorder  are  visible  in  the  work.  Want  of  order  is  visible 
in  that  David's  psalms  are  scattered  through  all  the  five  books ; 
that  Asaph's  ana  the  Eorahite  compositions  are  not  all  together; 
that  temple  and  festival  odes  are  separated ;  and  that  those  of  the 
same  age  are  apart.  On  the  other  hand,  amid  this  disarrange- 
ment there  is  method  in  that  the  prevailing  use  of  certain 
names  of  Deity  characterises  the  books ;  that  the  greater  part 
of  David's  psalms  are  together  in  the  first  book ;  that  the 
songs  of  Asaph  and  the  Korahites  are  generally  beside  one 
another ;  that  the  lyrics  of  David's  singers  make  a  book  (Ixxiii.- 
Ixxxix.) ;  and  that  the  songs  of  degrees  and  hallelujah-psalms 
follow  each  other. 

The  account  given  of  the  manner  of  making  up  the  whole 
work  will  explain  whv  various  psalms  occur  twice.  They  ap- 
peared in  different  collections — minor  or  book  collections — ^and 
when  the  five  divisions  were  brought  together  into  one  they 
were  allowed  to  stand.  All  that  are  repeated  are  of  small  extent 
and  widely  separated.  It  will  also  serve  to  explain  how  it  is 
that  old  and  new  poems  are  put  together ;  and  why,  in  the  col- 
lection that  bears  David's  name  ana  is  said  to  have  all  his  com- 
positions, there  are  psalms  proceeding  from  different  authors  and 
times,  and  the  prayere  of  David  the  son  of  Jesse  are  not  ended, 
others  occurring  subsequentiy  with  his  name  in  the  titie.  The 
various  books  were  unoriticaUy,  and  to  some  extent  arbitrarily. 
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compiled,  on  the  basis  of  minor  collections;  without  any  one 
principle  permeating  them  aU,  much  less  pervading  each  separ- 
ately, ^metimes  a  principle  may  be  discovered  partially 
operating ;  sometimes  not.  Regularity  and  want  of  order  are 
too  obvious  to  justify  the  hypothesis  oi  one  redactor  except  for 
the  mere  adding  together  of  the  five.  That  person  may  indeed 
have  been  the  collector  of  the  last  two  books.  The  whole  work 
with  its  five  divisions  appeared  some  time  after  the  return  from 
captivity,  but  before  the  Greek  translation  of  Jesus  Sirach  130 
B.C. ;  for  aU  had  then  been  translated  into  Greek;  and  also  before 
John  Hyrcanus  (135  B.C.),  under  whom  Olshausen  puts  it. 
The  Chronicles  were  subsequently  compiled,  as  has  been  inferred 
from  the  fact  that  a  temple  song  is  placed  by  that  compiler 
in  David's  time,  which  is  borrowed  from  the  latest  portions 
of  the  present  collection.  Even  the  doxology  of  the  fourth 
book  is  included  in  that  temple-ode  (1  Chron.  xvi.  7-36).  If 
then  the  Chronicles  were  later,  the  Psalter  must  be  put  about 
350  B.C. 

IX.  Usage  of  the  names  Jehovah  and  Elohim. — ^The  usage 
of  the  names  Jehovah  and  Elohim  in  different  books  of  the  Psalms 
is  peculiar.  In  the  first  book  Jehovah  appears  272  times,  Elo- 
him by  itself  15  times.  In  the  second  book  Elohim  occurs  164 
times,  Jehovah  30  times.  In  the  third,  Jehovah  appears  44 
times,  Elohim  43.  The  third  and  fourth  have  Jehovah  exclu- 
sively, for  Ps.  cviii.  is  made  up  of  two  Elohistic  psalms  of  the 
second  book.  How  can  this  distinction  of  names  be  explained  P 
Different  answers  are  given  by  critics.  Ewald  resolves  it  into 
the  taste  of  those  who  collected  and  arranged  the  different  parts.^ 
This  is  favoured  by  a  comparison  of  the  same  psalms  appearing 
in  different  books,  as  liii.  and  xiv.,  Ixx.  and  xl.  The  second  booK 
passed  through  the  hands  of  a  redactor  who  preferred  Elohim 
to  Jehovah,  and  therefore  altered  the  prevailing  name,  while 
he  allowed  Jehovah  to  stand  untouched  in  various  places.  The 
feeling  which  prompted  the  later  Jews  to  avoid  pronouncing 
Jeliovah  must  have  arisen  gradually,  influencing  some  authors  to 
substitute  Elohim  for  it.  It  is  probable  that  those  who  poUected 
the  Psalms  had  also  a  feeling  of  this  nature.  Jehovah  was  the 
prevailing  name,  which  the  original  authors  employed.  For  it 
Elohim  was  substituted  in  many  cases  by  later  persons.  De 
Wette  is  inclined  to  resolve  the  usage  into  the  different  ages 
of  the  psalms.  This  is  hardly  sufficient,  because  Elohim  and 
Jehovah  came  to  be  equally  applied  at  one  time.  Delitzsch' 
again  thinks  that  the  origin  of  the  distinction  is  based  upon  imi- 
tation of  the  Pentateuch,  where  the  two  names  are  applied  with 

1  Die  Poetuchen  Biicher,  I.  pp.  191,  192. 

>  Symbolae  ad  Pealmos  illtwtrand.  uagogicae,  p.  21  et  seqq. 
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discriminatloii,  a  hypothesis  arbitrary  and  baseless.  Keil^  again 
accounts  for  it  from  design  on  the  part  of  the  writers,  to  meet 
and  counteract  the  influence  arising  from  the  contracted  notions 
of  the  surrounding  heathen  with  their  national  and  local  deities, 
over  the  covenant-people,  who  might  possibly  be  led  to  think 
of  Jehovah  the  God  of  Israel  as  a  limited  national  God.  This 
view  is  too  artificial,  attributing  to  the  sacred  writers  what  would 
scarcely  have  influenced  them  to  such  an  extent.  Besides,  it  is 
too  narrow  to  embrace  all  the  facts.  It  only  explains  a  part  of 
them.  Some  poets  preferred  Elohim,  some  Jehovah.  Tms  will 
account  for  the  usage  in  part.  Their  own  tastes  were  their 
guide.  But  the  coUectors  introduced  considerable  alteration, 
making  different  epithets  predominate,  according  to  their  feel- 
ings in  relation  to  the  name  Jehotah.  The  peculiarity  of  usage 
now  observable  must  have  chiefly  proceeded  from  them.* 

X.  Duplicates. — How  comes  it  that  we  have  duplicate 
psalms  in  the  collection?  Thus  the  fourteenth  psalm  is  re- 
peated in  the  fifty-third  with  some  unimportant  changes.  The 
Kabbins  attributed  this  to  the  author  himself,  i.e.y  to  David. 
He  is  supposed  to  have  made  a  second  edition.  The  changes 
were  not  deliberately  made  by  a  later  writer,  so  Hengstenberg 
argues,  because  such  a  liberty  would  hardly  have  been  taken 
with  a  psalm  of  David  ;  and  because  the  later  form  in  that  case 
would  either  have  been  excluded  from  the  psalter,  or  substituted 
for  the  first  form,  or  immediately  connected  with  it.  Hence  he 
infers  that  the  original  author  re- wrote  it  with  modifications ;  but 
without  any  intention  to  supersede  the  use  of  the  original  compo- 
sition. In  the  Old  Testament  times,  and  especially  that  of  David, 
authors  did  not  practice  this  kind  of  retractatio.  They  did  not 
critically  and  minutely  correct  their  own  compositions.  The 
thing  is  comparatively  modern.^  Had  David  himself  made  the 
ocdlection  of  psalms,  there  would  be  more  probability  in  the 
hypothesis ;  but  as  it  arose  out  of  smaller  coUections  after  the 
return  from  captivity,  the  idea  of  a  second  edition  of  any  poem 

Sroceeding  from  himself  must  be  rejected.  It  may  be  noticed  that 
ehovah  is  changed  into  Elohim,  the  latter  word  being  a  charac- 
teristic mark  of  the  second  book.  This  shews  the  hand  of  him 
who  made  the  second  book ;  and  excludes  the  idea  of  his  having 
inserted  the  fifty-third  or  second  copy  inadcertenthjy  forgetting 
that  it  existed  au*eady.  The  most  important  difference  between 
the  texts  lies  in  the  sixth  verse  of  the  fifty-third,  which  stands  for 
the  fifth  and  sixth  of  the  fourteenth.  It  is  probable,  however,  that 
there  was  an  original  identity,  because  the  remains  of  it  may 
be  detected  in  the  ^me  or  similar  letters.     The  original  iden- 

>  Einleitang,  p.  345.  *  See  Hnpfeld,  Die  Psalmen,  toL  iy.  p.  461. 

*  See  HengBtenbezg'e  Commentar,  n.  b.  w.,  toI.  i.  p.  276  et  aeqq. 
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tity  waB  distxirbGd  by  ike  accidental  mistakes  of  transcriben,. 
In  the  course  of  transcription  and  oral  tradition  the  variations 
in  words  and  letters  were  shaped  into  their  present  fonn. 
The  connection  in  Uii.  6  is  loose  and  singular;  shewing  its 
t<noriffinality.  Nor  indeed  is  that  in  xiv.  5,  6  very  natural^ 
Which  of  the  two  texts  is  the  older  can  scarcely  be  made  out. 
Ewald  regards  the  fifty-third  as  the  original.*  Certainly  the 
diction  favours  this  opinion.  But  the  sixth  verse  is  less  original 
than  xiv-  5,  6.  We  do  not  agree  with  Paulus,  BosenmiiUer, 
and  De  Wette,  who  see  in  it  a  later  addition  with  relation  to  a 
certain  occurrence. 

Another  example  occurs  in  the  eighteenth  psalm  and  2  Sam. 
xxii.y  of  which  Uengstenberg  has  given  the  same  view,  viz.,  that 
David  himself  prepared  a  twofold  form  of  the  composition  ;  and 
therefore  that  both  are  equally  authentic  and  inspired.  But  the 
character  of  the  variations  is  not  such  as  to  shew  an  intentional 
revision  and  alteration,  whichever  text  be  taken  for  the  original 
one.  It  shews  an  accidental  origin.  The  psabn-readings  are 
unquestionably  superior.  Hence  Yon  Lengerke  is  wrong  in 
assigning  nearly  an  equal  value  to  both;  much  more  Bleek, 
who  attributes  a  very  decided  preponderance  of  original  read- 
ings to  2  Sam.  xxii.  There  are  very  few  readings  indeed  in 
2  Sam.  xxii.  which  are  preferable.  We  attribute  the  variations 
of  that  text  to  negligence  in  transcription  and  oral  tradition. 
The  orthography  is  defective  in  vowel  letters.  The  readings 
which  differ  are  generally  careless,  prosaically  inclining,  and 
incorrect.  Thus  m  the  twenty-eighth  verse  nHM  ^^  becomes 
PKl  in  2  Samuel ;  and  the  second  member  substitutes  T^^y\ 

T$^5  t3*DT  ^  ^^  ^^^  lettest  doton  thine  eyes  upon  the  lofty ^ 

for,   Tgp^J?  ntoT  D!3^  flwrf  ^A^  lofty  eyes  thou  shall  bring  down ; 
the  former  an  unusual  and  imsuitable  expression,  falsely  trans- 
lated by  Hengstenberg,    thine  eyes  against  the  high  tfuit  thou, 
mayest  bring  them  down.    Acute  and  able  examinations  of  the 
readings  are  given  by  Hitzig  and  Hupfeld. 

The  seventieth  psium  is  a  repetition  of  the  fortieth  from  the 
fourteenth  to  the  eighteenth  verses  inclusive.  It  is  difficiilt  to 
say  how  a  piece  of  one  became  another  psalm.  Hengstenbere, 
as  before,  refers  the  twofold  edition  to  David  himsdf ;  while 
Hitzig  similarly  assumes  an  arbitrary  alteration  on  the  part  of 
the  author,  whom  he  supposes  to  be  Jeremiah.  The  variations 
probably  originated  in  the  course  of  the  traditional  use  of  the 
psalm.  Elonim  is  generally  substituted  for  Jehovah,  in  the 
text  of  the  seventieth.     This  is  a  characteristic  of  the  second 

1  Stadisn  nnd  Etltiken  for  1829,  p.  744  et  seqq. 
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lK)ok.  Ewald  and  Hitzig  give  the  preference  to  the  text  of  the 
fortieth ;  which  they  thmk  the  original.  On  the  other  hand, 
Hupfeld  prefers  on  the  whole  that  of  the  seventieth.  Where 
sach  masters  of  Hebrew  disagree,  the  question  is  a  difficult  one. 
We  incline  to  the  opinion  of  Hupfeld ;  though  some  readings  in 
the  fortieth  are  certainly  preferable  to  the  corresponding  ones 
in  the  seventieth. 

Five  verses  in  the  fifty-seventh  psalm,  i,e,,  8-12,  reappear  in 
the  108th  with  some  alterations;  and  Iz.  8-11  in  the  108th  also. 
Thus  the  108th  is  made  up  of  pieces  of  two  others ;  shewing 
the  hand  of  one  destitute  of  originality  and  poetic  inspiration. 
The  two  parts  do  not  hang  well  together  when  put  into  close 
juxta-position ;  and  the  variations  of  the  108th  shew  the 
originality  of  fifty-seven  and  sixty. 

In  the  144th  psalm  a  free  use  is  made  of  the  eighteenth. 
The  latter  is  Davidic,  the  former  not.  The  later  poet  of  the 
144th  imitated  the  earlier.  The  likeness  is  most  apparent  in 
verses  1,  2,  5,  6,  7 ;  but  it  is  also  visible  in  3,  9,  15.  The 
theophanv  of  the  144th  is  much  inferior  to  that  of  the 
eighteenth. 

The  105th  and  96th  psalms  are  also  the  original  of  1  Chron. 
xvi.  8-36. 

XI.  Poetical  Characteriotigs. — ^The  ^Ims  are  properly 
Ipne^  that  is,  they  are  songs  or  odes.  This  is  the  earliest  species 
of  poetry,  because  it  is  the  immediate  expression  of  the  feelinffs 
as  tney  arise  :  simple,  spontaneous,  unstudied,  and  natural.  All 
emotions  therefore  are  poured  forth  in  it.  Elevated  and  de** 
pressed  feelings,  passions  strong  and  vehement,  soft  and  plain- 
tive, are  exprei^ed.  The  peculiarity  of  the  lyrical  song  con- 
sists of  the  form  given  to  it  by  the  musical  accompaniment ; 
or  rather,  the  rhythm  and  time  for  which  it  is  fitted  to  be  sung 
andplayed  to. 

The  psalter  is  termed  by  De  Wette  a  li/ric  anthology,  because 
it  contams  the  lyric  productions  of  different  authors  at  various 
times ;  the  title  ''psalms  of  David^'  being  no  more  than  a  de* 
nominatio  a  potion.  It  contains,  however,  only  fraraients  of 
the  Hebrews'  lyric  poetry.  In  Gen.  iv.  23,  24  ;  Ex.  xv.  ; 
Judges  v.,  we  have  specimens  earlier  than  David.  The  direc- 
tions given  by  Moses  immediately  before  his  death  have  the 
appearance  of  being  cast  in  the  same  form.  The  lyric  reached 
ita  culminating  pomt  in  David,  who  carried  it  to  its  highest 
perfection.  It  has  been  asked  if  the  lyric  poetry  of  the  He* 
brews  was  devoted  exclusively  to  the  service  of  religion.  The 
answer  must  be  in  the  negative,  when  we  look  at  David's  elegy 
over  Saul  and  Jonathan  (2  Sun.  i.  19-27),  and  the  song  of  the 
well  (Num.  xxi.  17,  etc.).    GRie  Song  of  Solomon  also  refers  to 
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common  life,  its  subject  being  the  chaste  and  faithful  love  of  a' 
maiden.  So  also  the  forty-fifth  psalm  is  secular.  Yerj  few 
poems  of  the  latter  class  were  composed.  The  religious  greatly 
prevailed,  nearly  all  being  of  that  character.  The  Hebrews 
were  a  people  into  whose  ideas  generally  the  religious  element 
was  interwoven  by  means  of  their  varied  institutions.  They 
referred  events  immediately  to  Jehovah.  Hence  their  songs 
were  dictated  by  the  feelings  towards  God  which  constitute 
their  life  and  beauty.  In  referring  to  the  few  secular  pieces 
scattered  throughout  the  Old  Testament  we  do  not  mean  to 
indicate  that  these  are  all  the  lyrics  of  that  class  which  the 
Hebrews  composed.  It  would  be  unfair  so  to  restrict  their  num- 
ber. All  that  need  be  asserted  is,  that  such  odes  were  very  few 
in  comparison  with  the  religious  ones.  A  theocratic  people/ 
whose  historv  is  a  foreshadow  of  the  Christian  life,  could  not 
but  have  their  souls  most  moved  and  elevated  by  the  contempla- 
tion of  that  Being  whose  manifestations  so  visibly  surrounded 
them.^  Lyric  poetry  contains  within  itself  the  gonns  of 
other  species,  the  elegiac,  gnomic,  idyllic,  dramatic.  These  are 
only  the  development  of  the  lyric,  which  easily  passes  over  into 
them.  Hence  some  find  elegiac  and  gnomic  psalms,  idylls,  and 
dramatic  odes.  All,  however,  are  lyriCy  that  being  the  general 
and  more  comprehensive  appellation  ;  while  the  others  are 
specific.  Some  are  didactic  or  ethical^  as  the  119th.  The 
twenty-third  is  a  sort  of  idyll  or  pastoral  poem.  Many  are  of 
a  plaintive  or  elegiac  nature,  as  the  forty-second.  The  nearest 
approach  to  the  dramatic  is  the  twenty-fourth  psalm.  But 
we  decidedly  object  to  the  opinion  of  Horsley  that  "the£ar 
greater  part  of  the  psalms  are  a  sort  of  dramatic  ode,  consisting 
of  dialogues  between  persons  sustaining  certain  characters.'  * 
The  writers  have  sometimes  thrown  their  ideas  into  forms  which 
appear  to  involve  different  speakers,  to  give  animation  and 
vivacity  to  their  compositions.  Alternate  or  responsive  choirs 
should  not  be  assumed  in  such  cases.  It  is  probable,  indeed, 
that  the  temple  psalms,  and  all  intended  for  the  public  ser- 
vice of  Jehovah,  were  sung  by  choirs.  "  But  it  by  no  means 
follows,"  says  De  Wette,  "that  we  must  divide  the  psalms 
themselves  into  choruses  :  it  is  probable  that  the  chorus  simply 
repeated."'  All  the  psalms,  or  even  the  majority,  were  not 
composed  for  use  in  the  public  service  of  God.  Some  were 
written  with  that  design  ;  others  with  no  such  intention ;  while 
others  were  afterwards  adapted  to  it  by  addition  or  modification. 
Examples  of  these  may  be  found  in  xv.  24 ;  vii.  22  ;  and  xxv. 

^  See  De  Wette'B  Commentary  Emleitnn^,  pp.  1,  2. 

*  Preface  to  translation  of  Psalms,  p.  ziii.    Theolog^oal  works,  roL  It. 

'  Commentar,  Emleit.  p.  66. 
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The  distinguishiiig  feature  of  Hebrew  poetry  is  a  certam 
rhythm  of  sentiment.  Thought  corresponds  to  thought  in  re« 
petition,  amplification,  contrast,  or  response.  This  peculiarity 
expresses  itself  in  the  outward  form  and  sound,  in  parallelism 
of  the  members  of  a  period,  or  in  other  words,  a  rhythmical 
proportion  between  them.  The  divisions  of  the  thought  are 
mdicated  by  rhythmical  divisions  or  parallel  lines.  Parallelism 
is  of  different  kmds.     De  Wette  has  specified  four. 

1.  Where  there  is  a  perfect  resemblance  or  antithesis  of 
thoughts,  the  words  will  be  equal  in  number,  and  will  some- 
times have  even  a  certain  resemblance  in  sound.  This  may  be 
called  the  perfect  or  original  parallelism,  which  coincides  witl^ 
metre  and  rhyme,  though  it  is  not  the  same.  As  an  example 
take  viii.  5 : 

What  IB  man,  that  thon  art  mindful  of  him, 
And  the  son  of  man  that  thou  Tiaitest  him ! 

Here  there  is  resemblance  of  thought,  equality  of  words,  and 
similarity  of  sound. 

As  an  example  of  antithesis  of  thought  with  equaKty  in  words, 
take  XX.  9 : 

They  are  brought  down  and  fallen ; 
But  we  are  riaen  and  stand  upright. 

An  example  oi progression  of  thought,  Ps.  xix.  8  : 

The  law  of  the  Lord  is  perfect,  conyerting  the  soul : 

The  statutes  of  the  Lord  are  sure,  making  wise  the  simple. 

In  these  three  examples  we  have,  according  to  Lowth's  termino- 
logy, the  synonymous,  antithetic,  and  synthetic  parallelisms. 

2.  This  external  proportion  of  words  is  not  onen  observed  in 
the  psalter.  The  members  are  often  unequal.  The  inequality 
is  01  different  kinds. 

(a)  The  simple  unequal  parallelism,  in  which  one  member  is 
too  short  for  the  other,  for  example,  Ps.  Ixviii.  33  : 


Sing  unto  God,  je  kingdoms  of  the  earth ; 
Sing  praises  to  the  Lord. 


Ps.  xxxvii.  13 : 


The  Lord  shall  lau^h  at  him ; 
For  he  seeththat  his  day  is  coming. 


(6)  The  complex  unequal  parallelism,  having  either  the  first 
or  second  members  composed  of  two  propositions,  by  which 
means  a  complex  member  corresponds  to  a  simple  one.  Ex- 
amples occur  in  Ps.  xxxvi.  7  : 

(Thy  righteousness  is  like  the  great  mountains ; 
Thy  judnnents  are  a  great  deep ; 
0  L(»d  tiiott  preserrest  man  and  beast 
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According  to  the  thought,  this  is  the  sffrtonf/mous.  Another 
example,  which  preseate  the  antithetic  parallelism,  is  in  Ps. 
iv.  4 : 

In  whose  eyes  a  yile  person  is  eontemned, 

(But  who  hononreth  them  that  fear  the  Lord 
Who  sweareth  to  lus  neighbour  and  changeth  not 

Another  which  is  synthetic  is, 

I  He  that  putteth  not  ont  his  money  to  nsnry 
\  Nor  taketh  a  bribe  against  the  innocent ; 
He  that  doeth  these  things  shall  never  be  moved. 

{c)  Sometimes  the  simple  member  is  disproportionally  small, 
and  then  the  inequality  is  still  more  striking,  as, 

( I  have  announced  th^  righteousness  in  the  great  congregation, 
\  Lo,  I  have  not  restrained  my  lips, 
0  Lord,  thou  knowest  it. 

There  is  frequently  a  parallelism  in  each  proposition  and  mem- 
ber, as  Ixix.  4 : 

i  More  than  the  haire  of  mine  head  ass  they  who  hate  me  without  bbasok  ; 
\  Mighty  ABB  they  who  bebx  to  dbstboy  me  beino  mine  enemies  without  cause  ; 
*   I  must  restore  what  I  took  not  away. 

(d)  Sometimes  the  complex  member  is  increased  to  three  or 
four  propositions,  as  L  3 : 

SHe  is  like  a  tree  planted  by  water  brooks, 
And  bringeth  forth  its  fruit  in  its  season, 
And  its  leaves  do  not  wither ; 
And  all  that  he  doeth  shall  prosper. 

(e)  Instead  of  the  fiill  subordinate  parallelism,  we  sometimes 
find  only  a  short  clause  or  supplement,  mostly  in  the  second 
member,  as  Ps.  v.  2,  3. 

(Give  ear  to  my  words,  O  Lord, 
Consider  my  meditation. 
Hearken  to  the  voice  of  my  cry,  my  Song  and  my  God : 
For  unto  thee  wiU  I  pray. 

In  aU  these  forms  of  parallelism,  the  proportion  is  in  the 
thoughts,  not  in  the  extent  of  the  words. 

3.  The  equality  is  sometimes  restored  by  both  members  in- 
stead of  one,  becoming  complex.  This  kind  of  parallelism  arises 
out  of  the  preceding,  m  which  but  one  of  the  members  is  com- 
plex, causing  an  unequal  parallelism.  Here  there  are  both  &11- 
ness  of  thought  and  pertect  proportion  of  form.  An  example 
occurs  in  Ps.  xxxi.  11 : 

For  my  life  is  spent  with  grid^ 

And  my  yean  with  sighing ; 

My  strei^^  fiuleth  because  of  mine  iniquity, 

And  my  bones  are  consumed. 

This  is  a  synonymous  paralleUsm. 
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Of  tk^  xnembors  aaay  haTe  akernflte  eoxTetoandenoe^  as  Ps. 
.26. 

Let  them  be  ashamed  and  hronglit  to  eonfiaiioii  together 
That  rejoice  at  mine  hurt ; 
Let  them  be  clothed  with  shame  and  dishonour^ 
That  magnify  themselTQa  agaiit^  me. 

An  example  of  the  antithetic  is  in  zxx«  6« 

For  a  moment  passes  in  his  anger, 
•  A  life  in  bis  ftiTour ; 
At  evening  weeping  retamSy 
And  at  morning  joy. 

As  there  is  an  alternate  correspondenoe  at  times  in  the  case  of 
the  synonymous,  so  there  is  also  m  the  antithetic,  as  Ps.  zliv.  3. 

"With  thy  hand  didst  tkon  dnve  ovt  the  l&eaihe% 
And  plantedst  them ; 
Tfaon  didst  aflfiet  the  people^ 
And  didst  enlarge  thenL 

^ttxM  eete  dlso  instances  of  doable  paralleliStti  of  flie  Synthetic 
daas,  as  dii  11,  12. 

Afl  the  heaven  ia  high  above  the  earth, 

6o  great  is  his  mercy  to  them  that  fear  him  ^ 

As  rar  as  the  east  is  from  the  west, 

So  fiur  hath  he  removed  our  transgreanlons  finom  ns. 

Ther^  are  ^so  triplet  parallelisms^  both  of  the  synonymous 
and  synthetic' dass^  as  P&  xciiL  3,  4. 

The  floods,  0  Lord, 

The  floods  lift  np  their  vdiee; 

The  floods  lift  np  their  roaring. 

Mightier  than  the  voice  of  many  waters^ 

Tea,  than  the  mighty  waves  of  the  sea,' 

I^  Jehovah  in  his  lony  habitintion. 

Of  the  antithetic,  we  have  Ps.  IxxviL  18,  19. 

Thy  thunder  roared  in  the  whfrlvrind. 
Thy  lightnings  enlightened  the  wolrld ; 
The  euth  trembled  and'i^ook. 
Thy  way  was  through  the  sea^ 
And  thy  path  through  great  waters, 
And  thy  footsteps  ooula  not  be  knowtf. 

4.  Sometimes  there  is  a  rA^^^miba/  species"  of  parallelisin  con- 
sisting merely  in  ike  form  gI  the  period.  Here  thei^  is  no  i<hythm 
in  thought.    Examples  of  this  occur  in  all  the  preceding  kmds. 

(a)  With  the  number  of  wonfe  nearly  equals  a»Psi  xul  12. 

By  them  also  is  thy  servant  warned. 

In  keeping*  oi  thetik  thet»'i»  grMt^M#tt!<L 

T0L.  n.  18 
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{b)  With  great  dispToportion  in  the  number  of  wotAb,  as 
XXX.  3. 

J«boyali  my  Ged, 

I  cried  to  thee,  and  thoa  healedst  me. 

{c)  With  a  double  and  a  simple  member,  as  ziv.  7. 

{0  that  the  deliyerance  of  Israel  were  come  out  of  Zion ! 
When  the  Lord  bringeth  back  the  captiTity  of  his  people^ 
Jacob  ihall  rejoice  and  Israel  be  glad. 

(d)  With  two  double  members,  as  Pa.  xxxL  23. 

I  said  in  my  distress, 

I  am  cnt  off  firom  before  thine  ejes; 

Tml  J  thou  hast  heaid  the  yoioe  of  my  sopplioation, 

When  I  cried  unto  thee. 

This  form  of  parallelism  brings  us  to  the  utmost  limits  of  the 
province  of  rhytnm,  veiy  near  to  prose.* 

Analogous  to  the  parallelism  of  verses  there  appears  in  Hebrew 
poetry,  not  always,  but  often,  an  artificial  rhythmical  structure 
of  several  verses  in  relation  to  one  another,  similar  to  strcphea. 
It  may  be  well  designated  by  this  term  when  it  returns  witJi 
regularity  in  the  compass  of  one  poem.  Parts  consisting  of 
various  verses  that  nm  even  and  parallel  to  each  other,  deserve 
the  appellation.  Various  psalms  present  such  complex  rhythmi- 
cal structure.  The  strophes  consist  of  two,  three,  or  more  verses. 
In  some  instances  the  body,  or  only  the  leading  puii  of  the  psalm, 
is  distributed  into  strophical  members;  while  an  introduction, 
a  termination,  or  both,  stand  outside  the  structure.  In  the 
detection  of  such  strophes  there  is  scope  for  much  ingenuity,  and 
at  the  same  time,  for  arbitrary  conjecture,  since  they  are  not  very 
obvious  in  many  cases.  Where  an  odd  verse  or  refrain  occurs, 
it  facilitates  the  discovery  of  them  ;  though  such  refrain  is  not 
always  conditioned  by  an  evenly  stropmc  pmod.  Take  an 
example  from  the  forty-second  and  forty-third  psalms  which 
should  be  but  one. 

As  a  hart  pants  for  the  water  brooks, 
So  pants  m J  soul  for  thee,  0  Lord ; 
My  soul  thirsts  for  God,  the  liring  Gk>d : 
when  shall  I  come  and  appear  before  God  ? 

My  tears  haye  been  mj  food  day  and  night, 

Wliile  they  sa^  to  me  continuallj,  "  Where  is  thy  God  ?" 

I  will  think  ot  it — and  pour  out  mj  soul  in  me — 

How  I  once  walked  in  procession  with  the  multitude  to  the  house  of  God, 

With  sounds  of  joy  and  praise,  with  the  festiye  multitude. 

Whf  art  thou  east  down,  0  my  aovl,  and  why  art  thou  di$qu»st&d  mm$f 
Sope  thou  in  Ood  ;  for  iMhatt  yetprau$  him, 
The  help  of  my  eountmance  and  my  Ood, 

>  See  De  Wette^s  Commentar,  Einleitung,  p.  46,  et  seqq. 
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My  wral  ifl  cast  down  witbin  me, 

Therefore  will  I  remember  thee  from  the  land  of  Jordan  and  the  Hennoms 

From  the  mountain  of  reproach. 

Deep  calls  to  deep  at  the  rushing  of  thy  water&Ils, 

All  thy  wayes  ana  thy  billows  have  g^ne  oyer  me. 

In  the  day  Jehoyah  commands  his  kindness, 

And  in  the  night  his  song  is  with  me, 

A  prayer  to  the  God  of  my  life. 

I  will  say  to  God  my  rook :  Why  hast  thou  forgotten  me  ? 

Why  must  I  go  mourning  because  of  the  oppression  of  tiie  enemy  f 

With  a  emshing  in  my  bones  haye  nrr  oppressors  despised  me ; 

While  they  say  to  me  continually,  "  Where  is  thy  God  ^" 

Why  art  thou  east  doum^  0  my  muI,  and  why  art  thou  ditquist$d  inm0f 

Sepe  thou  in  Ood;  for  I  shall  ygt  praise  him, 

The  help  of  my  eountenanee  and  my  Ood, 

Judge  me,  0  God,  and  defend  my  cause  against  a  merciless  nation ! 

From  the  unjust  and  deceitful  man  deliyer  me ! 

For  thou  art  the  God  of  my  refuge ;  why  hast  thou  cast  me  off  ^ 

Why  must  I  go  mourning  because  of  the  oppression  of  the  enemy } 

0  send  forth  thy  light  and  thy  truth,  let  them  guide  me. 

Let  them  lead  me  to  thy  holy  mountain  and  thy  dwelling-plaoe. 

That  I  may  come  to  the  altar  of  God, 

To  the  Goa  of  my  joy  and  exultation. 

And  I  may  praise  thee  on  the  harp,  0  God,  my  God. 

Why  art  thou  e€ut  doum,  0  my  soulf  and  why  art  thou  disquieted  inmef 

Hope  thou  in  Ood  ;  for  I  shaU  yet  praise  him. 

The  help  of  my  eountenanee  and  my  Ood, 

Here  are  three  strophes,  each  terminating  with  the  same 
refrain.  Another  example  of  strophe-structure,  but  not  marked 
by  a  refrain^  occurs  in  the  twenty-third  psalm. 

1  The  Lord  is  my  shepherd,  I  shall  not  want. 
On  neen  pastures  he  makes  me  to  lie  down, 
He  leads  me  to  the  still  waters. 

2  He  reyiyes  my  soul. 

He  leads  me  in  the  paths  of  righteousnen, 
For  his  name's  sake. 

£yen  when  I  walk  in  the  yalley  of  darkness, 
I  wiU  fear  no  eyil  for  thou  art  with  me  ; 
Thy  rod  and  thy  staff,  they  comfort  me. 

8  Thou  preparest  a  table  before  me, 
In  the  presence  of  mine  enemies ; 
Thou  hast  anointed  mine  head  with  oil, 
My  cup  runs  oyer. 

Surely  goodness  and  mercy  shall  follow  me  all  the  days  of  my  life. 
And  1  shall  dwell  in  the  house  of  the  Lord  for  oyer. 

Here  are  three  strophes,  each  consisting  of  two  verses.  In  the 
first  God  is  represented  as  a  faithful  shepherd ;  in  the  second  as 
a  sure  guide  or  leader ;  in  the  third  as  a  bountiful  host,  the  joys 
of  whose  house  are  lasting. 

In  the  case  of  the  seyenty-ninth  psalm,  which  consists  of 
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three  stropHes,  each  containing  four  y^rees,  the  last  resne  is  a 
sort  of  epiphonema,  and  stands  apart  therefore  from  the  strophe- 
structure. 

In  the  eiffhty-second  the  first  yerse  forms  a  peculiar  introduc- 
tion ;  and  the  eighth  an  epiphonema^  Subtracting  thes^,  tliere 
are  two  strophes  of  three  yerses  each. 

Hengstenberg  appears  to  us  to  haye  indulged  in  i^trophe- 
building  much  more  than  can  be  reasonably  approyed^  Unless 
there  be  in  a  psalm  a  perceptible  similarity  of  thought,  extend- 
inff  oyer  seyend  yerses  m  rhythmical  forms  bearing  some  analogy, 
it  IS  safer  to  diyide  it  into  parts  or  sections,  not  strophes.  Thus 
we  do  not,  with  that  critic,  recognise  three  strophes  in  the 
thirty-fifth  psahn,  yiz.,  1-10,  11-18,  19-28.  The  fiiird  merely 
repeats  and  yaries  the  ideas  of  the  other  two ;  whereas  the  latt^ 
present  a  regular  succession  of  thought.  It  is  true  that  each 
terminates  with  a  yow  of  thanksgiying ;  but  like-proportioned 
strophes  are  not  obseryable.  So  also  we  should  not  say  that  the 
seyenty-second  has  two  strophes,  one  of  ten  and  the  other  of 
seyen  yerses,  i,e.,  1-10,  11-17.  Bather  does  it  consist  of  three 
sections,  yerses  1-7,  8-16, 16,,  17.  On  the  other  hand,  Olshausen 
is  inclined  to  deny  the  existence  of  strophes  in  cases  where  they 
may  be  discerned.  Thus  the  128th  psidm  is  plainly  diyisible 
into  two  strophes  of  three  yerses  each,  which  begin  with  the 
ssme  statement,  Happy  is  he  who  feareth  the  Lord^  Yet  Olshau- 
sen says  there  is  not  suflSicient  ground  for  such  separation.  To 
us  it  appears  imdeniable. 

The  division  of  verses  into  parallel  lines,  if  it  be  done  pro- 
perly, will  often  facilitate  the  sense.  But  the  distribution  into 
strophes  is  as  important.  Unless  both  be  carefully  attended  to, 
the  poetic  beauty,  rhythm,  and  meaning  will  be  partially  lost  to 
the  reader.     Thus  we  should  arrange  psalm  ex.  1,,  2. 

1.  Jehoyali'B  oracle  to  my  Lord : 
Sit  at  my  right  hand, 

Till  I  make  thine  enemiea  thy  footstool, 

2.  The  sceptre  of  thy  power  Jehovah  sends  out  of  Zion. 
Kule  thou  in  the  midst  of  thine  enemies. 

But  Rogers^  arranges  the  first  verse-  thus — 

Jehovah's  oracle  to  my  Lord,  sit  at  my  right  hand, 
Till  I  make  thine  enemies  thy  footstool ; 

which  is  not  so  good.     The  fifth  verse  consists  of  three  lines  in 
the  same  manner. 

The  age  and  language  of  particular  psalms  do  not  always  bear 
therektion  which  might  be  expected.   Purity  and  ease  of  diction 
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characterise  the  ktet  more  than  the  earlier  ones.  As  a  general 
role,  the  style  and  language  of  the  older  is  stiffer  and  more  diffi- 
onlt  than  that  of  the  later.  Their  ideas  and  images,  however, 
are  stronger  and  more  original.  Some  psalms  composed  after 
the  captivity  are  equal  in  all  respects  to  those  of  David.  De 
Wette  has  proposed  the  rule,  that  a  psalm  should  be  considered 
older  in  proportion  to  the  awkwardness  of  its  phraseology,  tts 
well  as  the  fullness,  freedom,  and  compression  of  its  thoughts ; 
and  later  in  proportion  to  the  ease,  elegance,  and  facility  of  itb 
language  in  aadition  to  the  perspicuous  arrangement  of  itb 
matter.^  This  may  be  accepted  with  some  limitation.  Thb 
poetical  merit  is  often  in  an  inverse  proportion  to  the  age. 
Tbose  attributed  to  the  sons  of  Eorah  occupy  a  high  rank  ih 
sublimity  and  beauty ;  and  many  belonging  to  the  time  of  the 
exile  are  not  less  elegant.  It  is  true  that  those  of  later  origili 
often  bear  marks  of  imitation,  especially  the  plaintive  in  tcme. 
David  oomposed  a  number  of  this  class,  which  formed  models 
for  succeeding  poets.  The  oldest,  being  freshest  and  most  original 
in  matter,  form,  and  language,  were  copied  by  later  authors ;  ft)r 
the  ideas  and  phrases  are  uttle  varied.  Perhaps  the  national 
oalamitieB  of  the  Jews  suggested  man^  of  these.  Similarity 
of  situation  will  in  part  account  for  their  likeness.  The  alpha- 
betic and  hallelujah  psalms  also  present  marks  of  imitation. 
The  601^  and  139th  may  be  taken  as  odes  of  great  poetical 
merit  and  beauty.  Both  are  later  than  David;  the  former, 
earlier  than  the  latter,  and  having  more  of  the  prophetic  ca^, 
vigorous  in  tone,  and  vivid  in  description ;  the  uittet  mofd 
philosophical  and  abstract,  but  allied  to  the  class  of  plaintite 
songs.  The  131st  may  also  be  quoted  as  beautifully  poetic^ 
and  religious.  It  is  later  than  David.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
116th  bears  marks  of  imitation,  or  at  least  of  reminiscences  df 
earlier  poems,  and  presents  a  prosaic  diction.  Neither  the  ideafe 
nor  language  exhibit  poetic  mspiration  or  excellence,  though 
pious  feeling  pervades  it.  Agam,  the  thirty-eighth  psalm  is 
of  inferior  ment,  and  bears  marks  of  imitating  the  sixth. 

XII.  MsssiANic  PSALMS. — ^It  has  been  generally  held  that 
various  psalms  refer  to  the  Messiah,  his  suffenngs,  death, 
majesty,  and  power.  Both  Jews  and  Christians  have  found 
aUusion  to  him ;  the  former,  because  they  thought  the  descrip* 
tion  most  suitable  to  his  person  and  character;  the  latter, 
because  the  New  Testament  ajyplies  different  passageift  to  hitn. 
Such  psalms  have  been  divided  into  the  two  classes  at  excluritelp 
and  secondarily  Messianic.  According  to  this  classification,  some 
are  directly  prophetical  of  him,  as  the  llOth ;  while  others  hare 

>  Comioeftttf,  Sinlelt,  p.  10. 
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only  a  secondanr  reference.  The  primaiy  sexifle  of  tHe  latter 
belongs  to  David,  the  illustrious  ancestor  and  type  of  Messiah, 
or  to  some  pious  sufferer;  the  higher  and  secondary  sense  to 
David's  greater  son.  Here  a  distinction  has  been  made  between 
the  original  meaning,  or  that  which  the  writer  himself  con- 
nected with  the  words,  and  the  additional  sense  lying  in  the 
words  through  the  mysterious  operation  of  the  Holy  Spirit  and 
referring  to  Christ.  We  greatly  doubt  the  exegesis  which 
supposes  such  two-fold  reference  or  sense.  The  language  has 
but  one  meaning ;  although  it  may  be  applied  in  more  ways  than 
ona  Grammatico-historical  interpretation  sanctions  no  more 
than  a  single  sense.  Others  divide  them  into  these  two  classes : 
1st.  Such  as  announced  the  sufferings  and  death  of  the  Saviour. 
.2nd.  Such  as  related  to  his  power  and  majesty.  Under  the 
former  head  are  put  psalms  xvi.,  xxii.,  xl. ;  under  the  latter,  ii., 
xlv.,  Ixxii.,  ex. 

The  chief  reason  for  pronouncing  so  many  psalms  Messianic 
is  the  alleged  authority  of  the  !New  Testament  writers  who 
apply  passages  to  Christ.  But  though  inspired  they  were  not 
infallible.  In  their  explanation  of  psalms  they  may  have  fol- 
lowed the  traditional  interpretation  of  the  Jews :  or  their  own 
subjectivity  may  appear.  As  long  as  inspiration  is  not  tanta- 
mount to  infaUibUity,  a  fact  which  is  almost  axiomatic,  we  are 
at  liberty  to  look  at  the  Messianic  exposition  of  a  psalm  by  the 
apostles  and  New  Testament  writers  generally  in  the  light  of 
the  laws  of  grammatical  interpretation.  If  these  laws  be 
observed,  the  interpretation  is  correct ;  if  they  be  violated,  it 
must  be  rejected.  What  says  the  Hebrew  original  itself ;  not 
the  Septuagint  which  the  Christian  writers  foUowed ;  nor  even 
those  writers  themselves?  If  Christ  indeed  clearly  affirms  on 
his  own  authority  that  a  psalm  was  predictive  of  himself,  that 
settles  the  matter.  No  doubt  should  then  cross  the  mind.  But 
the  case  is  different  in  relation  to  human  authors  who  had  the 
Spirit  of  God  in  measure,  not  abope  measure.  The  words  of  the 
original,  fairly  explained,  are  a  higher  rule.  They  are  the  only 
standard  by  which  every  quotation  should  be  tried.  But  we 
are  not  shut  up  to  the  conclusion  that  the  apostles  were  mis- 
taken in  their  use  of  the  psalms ;  though  their  Messianic  ap- 
plications of  them  in  the  New  Testament  must  not  give  rise  to  a 
rule  binding  on  every  Christian  to  explain  the  psalms  in  ques- 
tion as  properly  Messianic.  Those  who  follow  such  a  canon 
shew  that  they  understand  neither  the  Old  Testament  nor  the 
New.  When  individual  ideas  expressed  in  several  psalms,  such 
as  the  forty-fifth,  contain  truths  that  seemed  to  the  apostles  and 
other  New  Testament  writers  to  find  their  highest  fulfilment  in 
Christ ;  and  especially  when  the  whole  of  the  Old  Testament 
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must  by  neceesaiy  coiise<iu6nce  point  to  Ohrist  and  tHe  apostolic 
period,  the  applications  in  question  are  perfectly  justified  by  the 
substance  of  the  Old  Testament  itself,  as  well  as  by  indiyidual 
utterances  containing  deep  truths  of  everlasting  significance. 
The  organic  connection  between  the  two  Testaments  ¥nirrants 
the  quotations  to  which  we  allude;  for  the  same  Spirit 
quickened  the  various  writers  in  both  parts  of  the  Bible.  The 
highest  and  holiest  longings  of  Old  Testament  seers  were  wrtu- 
ally  Messianic.  They  pointed  onward  to  a  future  far  betttf  than 
the  present  out  of  which  they  sprung.  The  best  hopes  of  the 
old  saints  were  realised  in  the  dispensation  introduced  by  Christ. 
Places  of  the  Old  Testament  seen  in  the  light  of  J^us  the 
Messiah  by  the  apostles,  quickened  a  new  life  in  connection  with 
Him ;  and  the  deep  truths  contained  in  them  took  a  sudden  hold 
of  their  spirits ;  what  wonder  then  that  the  passages  should  be 
directly  referred  to  the  great  Deliverer  and  find  their  utmost  ac* 
complishment  in  his  person  and  reign?  This  however  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  find  a  bistoricai,  Messianic  sense  in  the 
passages ;  or  suppose  that  they  were  cansei&uslp  meant  of  Christ. 
The  proper,  original  sense  is  one  thing ;  the  New  Testament  ap- 
plication another. 

Let  us  now  look  at  the  several  psalms  which  are  regarded  as 
Messianic, 

Psalm  xvi.  The  last  four  verses  of  this  psalm  are  quoted  by 
Peter  in  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles,  ii.  25,  etc. ;  and  the  tenth 
verse  by  Paid  in  the  same  book ;  both  apostles  referring  them 
to  Chnst  and  his  resurrection.  But  the  languageof  the  ode 
revises  to  admit  the  interpretation.  The  word  SVJS^  (verse  10) 
does  not  mean  corruption  but  the  ffrave;  and  therefore  the 
rendering  of  it  by  Suuf>dopd  in  Acts  ii.  27  is  incorrect.  The 
proper  reading  is  A^^^pn  hoip  ones  or  saints;  not  the  singular^ 

iht/  holy  one;  shewing  that  it  refers  to  the  pious  generally. 
Suffering  his  pious  ones  not  to  see  the  grave  is  to  deliver  them  from 
the  peril  of  death.  The  resurrection  of  Messiah,  or  of  men  gene- 
rally, is  an  idea  which  was  foreign  to  David  or  the  poets  of  the 
older  time.  Only  the  later  Jews  entertained  it.  And  it  is  incom- 
prehensible how  the  poet  could  transfer  his  hopes  and  feelings 
to  the  person  of  another  coming  long  after  hnn.  The  subjective 
character  of  psalm-poetry  forbids  the  transference.  As  Hupfeld 
affirms,  it  is  psychologically  impossible.^  Besides,  the  fourth 
verse  is  inajmlicable  to  Christ,  "  their  drink-offerings  of  blood 
will  I  not  oner,  nor  take  up  their  names  into  my  Cps."  How 
can  the  Messiah  sav  with  propriety  that  He  will  not  join  in  the 
impious  services  oi  idolaters,  nor  even  name  the  names  of  their 

1  Die  Fmlmen,  toL  i.,  p.  308. 
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ddltiesP  The  enlj  way  in  irhich  the  fwalm  eaa  ba  eaiM 
l£eseaanie  is  by  sa^posing  the  language  of  it  (deal,  instead  of 
literal  and  historieal.  The  feelings  and  hopes  of  the  poet  ate 
simply  ideal.  They  are  aspirations  utterod  in  poetry.  Ab 
Bueh  ihey  find  their  Ml  realization  in  the  resurrection  of 
Ofafist.  That  fbct  alone  contains  a  complete  yerification  and 
fulfilment  of  them.  The  poet  seems  to  have  been  carried  away 
in  spiritual  aspiration  and  hope  beycmd  the  current  ideas  of  his 
time,  so  as  to  anticipate  a  period  when  he  should  be  freed  from 
the  power  of  the  graye  and  enjoy  intimate  communion  with  Ood. 
His  una^^ination  takes  a  higher  flight  into  the  fixture ;  painting 
in  the  indefinite  language  of  longing  hope  the  deUyerance  and 
joy  he  should  haye  hercu&fter.  Such  an  idecd  finds  its  full  truth 
m  Messiah  alone;  though  the  writer  was  unconscious  of  His 
person  or  resurrection^  and  spake  out  of  and  in  relation  to 
purified  humanity  its^.  The  author  had  not  the  Messiah  in 
his  mind,  though  his  words  find  their  reality  in  him.  Those 
who  wish  to  see  the  exdumyely  Messianic  interpretation  effec- 
tually reluted,  may  oonsult  Hengstenberg's  arguments  against 
it.^ 

Psahn  xxii.  This  psalm  is  regarded  as  Messianic  because 
various  parts  of  it  are  quoted  and  applied  as  such  in  the  New 
Testament ;  in  John's  Gospel  xix.  34,  and  Heb.  ii.  11, 12.  There 
is  a  singular  coincidence  between  some  passages  and  what  befel 
the  Bedeemer  in  Us  sufferings  and  crucifixion ;  while  the  com- 
menoement,  "  My  God,  my  God,  why  hast  thou  forsaken  me," 
was  repeated  hj  Him  on  the  cross.  But  though  th^fe  are 
yarious  remarkable  correspondences  between  the  psalm  and  the 
history  of  Christ's  personal  sufferings,  we  cannot  approye  of  its 
b^g  interpreted  as  iHr(q>erly  Mesoanic.  It  was  not  meant  to 
be  predictiye.      It  contains  a  prayer*      He  who  prays  in  it  does 


nx)m  the  untenable  position  of  ms  orthodox  brother. 
The  writer  did  not  think  of  Messiah  because, 

(a)  The  sufferings  of  the  speaker  had  continued  for  a  time. 
He  had  oried  to  God  for  help  oy  day  and  night  in  yain  (yer.  2). 

{b)  The  description  of  his  distress  id  the  prospect  of  deadly 
peril,  and  his  anxiety  in  prayer  to  be  deliyered  man  death  and 
sayed  aliye,  are  unsuitable  to  Christ,  who  gaye  himself  up  unto 
the  death  y^/y  for  alL 

(c)  It  is  psychologically  inconceiyable,  as  Hengstcaiberg 
affirms,  that  the  poet  dioulj  identify  himself  with  the  condition 

1  Gommentar  ueber  die  Fludmen,  yoI.  i.  pp.  338,  339. 

*  Der  Sdiriftbeweis,  vol.  ii.  erate  Abtheilimg,  p.  188,  lecond  edition. 

*  Dee  Meaniinieche  FMbnen,  ▼•!.  i.  p.  107  et  seqq. 
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and  fed&igs  of  anotlier.  How  could  Dayid  or  any  oCher  extend 
his  own  conscioufflieflB  to  that  of  his  offipring,  without  destrojing 
personal  identity  P  The  sufferings  of  a  righteous  man  who  is 
persecuted  by  his  enemies,  are  the  subject,  not  Messiah.  Well 
may  Henffstenberg  say  that  the  direct  and  exclusire  reference 
of  the  psalm  to  Christ  presents  such  difficulties  that  one  cannot 
feel  at  perfect  liberty  to  adopt  it,  but  is  rather  inclined  to  look 
about  for  some  other  interpretation  which  may  satisfy  the  mind. 
His  own  hypothesis  indeed  is  quite  as  difficulty  yiz,,  that  the 
ideal  person  of  the  righteous  One  is  referred  to.^ 

Psalm  xl.  This  psabn  has  also  been  considered  Messianic  by 
many  interpreters,  because  the  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth  Terses 
are  referred  to  CSirist  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  x.  6-7. 
This  is  opposed  to  the  meaning  of  the  original  words.  The 
LXX.,  whom  the  writer  of  the  epistle  follows,  translate  the 
Hebrew  incorrectly.  What  the  psalm  speaks  of  is  not  the 
abolishing  of  sacrifices  by  the  self-sacrifice  of  Christ,  but  of 
obedience  to  God  and  thankfulness  to  Him.  The  writer  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  quotes  the  words  of  the  psalm  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  in  Scripture  terms  the  contrast  between 
the  Old  Testament  sacrifices  and  that  of  Him  who  not  only 
offered  himself,  but  came  into  the  world  to  obey  the  will  of  Ood 
by  such  a  self-sacrifice.'  Christ  is  not  the  speaker  in  the  psalm, 
nor  does  another  speak  of  him.  This  is  shewn  by  the  twelfth 
yerse,  in  which  the  writer  refers  to  his  innumerable  iniquities ; 
and  by  the  earnest  prayers  of  the  sufferer  to  be  deliyered  from 
his  painful  oonditioUy  which  are  out  of  place  in  relation  to 
Messiah. 

Psalm  ii.  This  psahn  is  quoted  in  the  New  Testament  and 
applied  to  Messiah  by  the  early  Christian  disciples  in  Jerusalem 
(Acts  iy.  25) ;  by  Paul  ^Acts  xiii.  33) ;  and  by  the  writer  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  (L  5).  We  may  therefore  prasume  that 
it  was  the  current  interpretation  of  the  day.  Yet  internal 
eyidence  is  against  the  exposition.  The  CSiristian  idea  of 
Messiah  is  dbBferent  from  that  which  is  here  presented.  Christ 
does  not  break  the  nations  with  a  rod  of  iron ;  because  his  king* 
dom  is  BpiritwU  not  carnal.  Yet  the  poet  speaks  of  the  goyem*- 
ment  of  the  world  being  nyen  to  the  king  pourtrayed.  How 
can  this  apply  to  an  Isradite  monarch.  A  only  applies  |?o^^f" 
eaUy.  Soon  alter  Solomon  ascended  the  throne,  an  inspired  poet 
composed  this  ode  oonceminff  him,  representing  him  as  a  mighty 
oonqueror  who  should  subdue  and  rule  oyer  the  nations.  In 
•trams  of  poetic  exaggeration  he  sang  the  praises  of  the  glorious 
monarch.    Delitzsch  errs  greatly  in  assigning  the  ode  to  Hesie- 

1  Commentar,  vol.  iL  p.  8. 

*  Bee  Hofinami'B  Schriftbeweb,  Tol.  fi.,  iweiter  Abtheflim;,  pp.  2,  8,  eeoond  eda. 
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kiah's  time.  The  hopes  and  aspirations  of  the  poet  exceed  their 
usual  measure.  ^^7  swell  beyond  the  actual  and  realisable 
into  an  ideal  region  of  anticipation.  In  a  moment  of  high  in- 
spiration^ he  is  carried  away  in  imagination  to  represent  !Urael's 
lonedom  stretching  over  the  world.  Such  an  ideal  can  only 
be  fulfilled  in  the  Messianic  time ;  and  therefore  the  description 
may  so  far  be  termed  Messianic.  But  that  is  different  from  a 
definite^  designed  description  of  Christ.  The  poet  did  not  mean 
to  speak  of  Him.  The  kingdom  of  Israel  is  poetically  glorified 
in  its  theocratic  character ;  all  the  proud  pretensions  and  hopes 
of  the  nation  being  attached  to  it.  The  national  feelings  take 
the  form  of  an  ideal  elevation  of  the  Hebrew  monarchy  now  re- 
presented by  Solomon;  the  poet  stretching  his  fancy  so  fur 
beyond  the  historical  as  to  get  into  the  Messianic  region  where 
alone  his  aspirations  receive  fulfilment. 

Hengstenberg  has  adduced  a  number  of  considerations  in 
favour  of  the  proper  Messianic  sense,  such  as  the  phrases,  Son 
of  God,  begotten  by  God  (verse  7) ;  Son  absolutely  (verse  12) ; 
trusting  in  the  Son  (ibid.)  ;^  forgetting  that  the  Son  of  God  is  an 
appellation  which  may  be  appropriately  given  to  every  king  of 
Israel  (being  necessarily  a  figurative  one)  denoting  a  certain 
covenant-relation.  In  Ex.  iv.  22  the  people  of  Israd  are  called 
Jehovah's  first-bom  son.  The  term  ^3  i^  the  twelfth  verse 
means  purely  not  son ;  the  right  translation  being  ''  worship 
purely :"  and  13~^0in  means,  trusting  in  Jehovah  not  Messiah. 

Psahn  xlv.  Two  verses  (the  eighth  and  ninth)  of  this  psalm 
are  applied  to  Christ  by  the  writer  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews 
(chap.  i.  8,  9).  The  author  of  that  Epistle  does  not  say  that 
the  Father  siddresses  the  Son  as  6  Beo^,  because  yM^ei  is  a 
term  applied  to  the  Scripture,  and  has  not  for  its  subject  God 
the  Father ;  because  irpo^  does  not  mean  to  but  concerning,  as 
in  the  preceding  context ;  and  because  the  writer  himself  did 
not  wish  to  convey  the  idea  that  the  Son  was  directly  addressed 
W  the  title  6  Oeo^:.  We  believe,  however,  that  the  New 
Testament  author  arsues  from  the  application  of  6  Oeo^  in 
Scripture  to  the  Son,  that  he  is  superior  to  angels.  It  is  observ- 
able, that  the  teal  following  rod  al&vo^  divides  one  part  of  the 
quotation  from  another.  But  we  cannot  believe  with  Hofmann, 
tnat  such  separation  shews  the  writer  to  have  taken  the  king  to 
be  a  Jewish  one  anointed  by  Jehovah,  who  has  fellows  or  iJi£T6^ 
;^ot/9,  and  leaves  the  readers  to  regard  i  0p6vo^  <rov  6  Oeo^;  either 
as  an  address  to  Jehovah ;  or  rather  as  an  address  to  Jeh&oaKs 
earthly  anointed,  agreeably  to  the  true  connection  of  the  original 
If,  as  is  said,  the  condition  of  his  readers  obliged  him  to  use  the 

'  Sm  Hengstenberg's  Comnwntar,  toI.  L  p.  24  et  seqq. 
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Septuaginty  we  cannot  see  that  the  argument  has  any  other 
object  flian  to  justify  the  application  of  ueo^  to  the  Son  by  the 
Oreek.  Whatever  sense  he  may  have  attached  to  the  original 
Hebrew,  whether  the  true  one  or  not,  he  has  certainly  employed 
the  Septuagint  translation  of  it  to  prove  that  the  Son  is  spoken 
of  as  6  ^609.  Hofmann's  reasoning  virtually  makes  the  writer  of 
the  Epistle  perceive  the  correct  meaning  of  the  Old  Testament 
passage,  and  yet  employ  an  incorrect  representation  of  it. 
The  Jews  seem  to  have  explained  it  allegorically  of  the  marriage 
relation  between  Messiah  and  his  church,  and  therefore  this 
allegorical  sense  was  adopted  by  the  early  Christians.  It  does 
not  follow,  however,  that  because  some  words  may  bear  a 
Messianic  application,  the  entire  ode  must  be  Messianic.  We 
must  look  at  the  original  meaning  of  the  words,  not  the  sense 
put  into  them  by  later  readers.  The  psalm  is  evidently  an 
epithalamium  or  nuptial  song  on  the  marriage  of  some  king  with 
a  king's  daughter;  whether  on  Solomon's  marriage  with  the 
daughter  of  Egypt's  king,  is  imcertain.  It  is  not  Messianic, 
because  the  description  does  not  suit  the  person  and  character  of 
Christ.  Who  can  apply  the  praises  of  the  king's  warlike 
attributes  to  the  Prince  of  Peace,  without  offending  propriety, 
truth,  and  taste  P  "  Gird  thv  sword  upon  thy  thigh,  O  most 
mighty,  with  thy  glory  and  thy  majesty.  And  in  thy  majesty 
ride  prosperously  because  of  truth  and  meekness  and  righteous- 
ness; and  thy  right  hand  shall  teach  thee  terrible  things. 
Thine  arrows  are  sharp  in  the  heart  of  the  king's  enemies ; 
whereby  the  people  fall  under  thee."  Such  language  is  con- 
trary to  the  idea  of  Christ  presented  in  the  New  Testament.  As 
the  production  is  altogether  secular  in  its  character,  and  the  onlv 
one  m  the  book  that  is  so,  it  was  very  early  explained  allegori- 
cally. Indeed  it  may  have  owed  its  reception  into  the  collection 
to  tnat  very  method  of  interpretation. 

The  sixth  verse  should  be  translated,  ''  thy  God^%  throne^  ue., 
thy  throne  given  and  protected  by  God,  is  for  ever  and  ever,!'  etc., 
expressing  a  wish  for  its  everlaisting  continuance.  Such  hopes 
are  ideal,  and  can  be  realised  only  in  the  reign  of  Messiah.  So 
£Eur  therefore  they  may  be  called  Messianic.      If  we  translate 

D^rP(>$  0  God,  as  the  Messianic  interpreters  do,  we  obtain  the  idea 

of  Messiah's  divine  nature,  which  is  foreign  to  the  Old  Testament, 
It  has  been  objected  to  our  version  that  there  is  a  doubt  whether 
any  examples  of  such  syntax^  occur  elsewhere.  There  are,  how- 
ever, plain  analogies  to  it  in  tff  ^pHt)  mi/  strong  refuge  (Ps.  Ixxi. 

7) ;  /^H  ^PpiJ  tny  strength  of  power  (2  Sam.  xxii.  33) ;  ^y^ 
mpt  thy  way  of  lewdness  (Ezek.  xvi.  27).  Why  Robinson 
(translation  of  Q^senius's  Lexiconi  fifUi  edition,  p.  55)  should 
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say  that  tbe  rule  of  language  of  whicli  we  have  given  examples 
is  not  applicable  here,  it  is  impossible  to  teU.  The  best  He^ 
braists  acknowledge  it  in  this  instance,  Gesenius,  Ewald,  Hup- 
feld,  etc. ;  so  that  the  ipse-dixit  of  the  American  geographer  is 
worthless.*  Those  who  reject  the  grammatical  interpretation  in 
favour  of  an  allegorical  one  seem  to  forget  the  nature  of  Oriental 
poetry,  which  appears  overstrained  and  extravagant  in  the  eyeb 
of  a  western. 

Psalm  Ixxii.  The  title  of  this  psalm,  which  represents  Solo^ 
jnon  as  the  author,  is  evidently  incorrect,  because  the  con* 
tents  and  diction  bear  the  stamp  of  a  later  period.  The  ode 
also  harmonises  in  various  particulars  with  the  later  prophets. 
Hence  it  must  have  been  composed  shortly  before  the  exile. 
No  quotation  from  it  occurs  in  the  New  Testament.  It  is 
not  explained  there  of  Christ.  Hence  there  is  no  apparent 
necessity  u^gi^g  ^  certain  class  of  interpreters  te  make  it 
Messianic.  Yet  they  do  so  in  consequence  of  the  glowing  des* 
cription,  the  hopes,  wishes,  and  aspirations  which  could  not  be 
realised  in  an  ordinary  man  or  king.  The  picture  is  evidently 
Ugh.  The  ideal  of  a  true  king  is  given,  rather  than  the  at- 
tamable  reality.  The  poet  must  have  celebrated  the  ascension 
to  the  throne  of  some  Israelite  king  of  David's  royal  line.  In 
such  his  hopes  culminated.  He  gives  utterance  to  the  greatest 
aspirations  which  could  possibly  attach  themselves  to  a  mo- 
narch, speaking  of  him  in  strains  that  find  their  complete 
embodiment  in  Messiah  alone.  A  considerable  part  of  the  des- 
cription is  ideal,  and  may  so  far  be  termed  Messianic.  But  the 
poet  doubtless  spoke  of  one  of  David's  successors  on  the  throne. 
This  is  virtually  admitted  by  Delitzsch,  who  wrongly  supposes 
that  Solomon  prescribed  the  psalm  to  his  subjects  as  a  sort  of 
ecclesiastical  P^a^yor. 

Psalm  ex.  The  Messianic  exposition  of  this  psalm  is  presup- 
posed in  the  questions  put  by  Jesus  to  the  Pharisees,  "  What 
think  ye  of  Christ  P  Whose  son  is  he  ?  "  After  they  say,  **  the 
son  of  David,*'  he  asks  them,  "  How  then  doth  David  in  spirit 
call  him  Lord,  saying,  The  Lord  said  unto  my  Lord,  Sit  thou  on 
my  right  hand,  till  I  make  thine  enemies  thy  footstool  P"  (Matt. 
xxii.  41-45),  The  writer  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  applies 
a  part  of  it  to  Christ  (Heb.  v.  6).  Peter  does  the  same  in  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles  (ii.  34-35).  Notwithstanding  these  pas- 
sages, historical  interpretation  rejects  the  Messianic  view  of  the 

I  See  Geeenliu's  Lehigebeudei  paee  735,  i. ;  Ewald  renders,  1km  Thran  iat  Ootte$^ 
and  obeerres,  that  the  LXX.  tranBlate  erroneously  as  an  address,  0  God.  In  hb 
Lehrbnoh,  {  2746,  he  has,  dein  Tkron  ut  (Thron)GotU$  «  s^otaich;  Hnpfeld  hfli^ 
Dein  OotUa-thron  f'tUM)  immer  und  wHg*  De  Wette's  renoering  is,  Ihm  Tkrmi^ 
QnUet  $tek$  immir  md  twig. 
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pealm.  Not  to  speak  of  the  psychological  impossibility  before 
meationed,  yiz.,  that  a  writer  should  at  once,  without  me  least 
intimatioii,  identify  himself  with  a  person  who  was  to  liye  long 
after — ^the  lan^;uage  presupposes  an  individual  already  existing. 
Besides,  the  kmg  is  described  as  a  victorious  hero,  weary  with 
pursuing  his  enemies,  and  glad  to  refresh  himself  with  water  out 
of  a  brook ;  after  which  be  pursues  his  march.  '^  He  shall 
drink  of  the  brook  in  the  way :  therefore  shall  he  lift  up  the 
head/'  Christ  uses  the  argumentum  adhominem  with  the  ^laxi- 
sees;  and  the  apostles  fc^owed  the  tradition  of  their  time  im 
drawing  the  idea  of  the  Messianic  government  of  the  world  out 
of  the  psalm.  The  king  described  is  David ;  and  the  ode  waa 
composed  by  some  of  hjjs  contemporaries,  who  clothes  the  ad- 
dress in  the  form  of  an  oracle,  "  Jehovah  said  to  my  lord/'  t.6., 
the  king  spoken  of.  In  David's  reign  the  ancient  union  of  the 
kingdom  and  priesthood,  which  legendary  tradition  attributed  to 
Melchizedeck,  reappeared  among  the  people  of  Judah. 

The  Davidic  authorship  of  the  pemm  cannot  be  sustained. 
Some  contemporary  poet  addressed  it  to  him,  on  the  basis  of  a 
divine  oracle  which  tne  monarch  had  received  as  he  was  setting 
out  on  a  warlike  expedition.  '^  Jehovah  said  to  my  iord,"  i,e.  to 
the  poet's  sovereign.  Hence  Delitzsch  is  mistaken  in  thinking 
that  David  here  looks  into  the  future  of  his  seed,  and  has  the 
Messiah  present  before  his  eyes.^  Nor  is  Hofinann  more  correct 
in  supposing  that  the  psalm  was  written  for  the  church,  to  be 
always  used  of  the  king  that  should  sit  on  the  throne.  He 
argues  that  the  throne  of  Israel's  king  was  properly  God's 
throne  on  earth,  because  Jehovah  Himself  was  their  monarch ; 
and  that  therefore  the  church  could  always  employ  the  psalm  as 
applicable  to  the  king  reigning.  Of  course  the  sense  cuhninated 
in  Christ.  In  this  way  the  succession  of  Jewish  kings  is  regarded 
as  typical  of.  and  prei»ratory  to,  the  great  king .«  The  inter- 
pretation  in  question  is  ingenious  but  imsatis&ctory.  It  ex- 
cludes David  himself.  His  own  person  is  separated  from  the 
succeeding  kings.  It  is  surely  most  improbable,  that  he  who 
was  of  all  others  the  most  fitting  to  be  included,  should  be  the 
very  one  unregarded.  In  every  view,  the  Davidic  authorship 
leads  to  a  result  which  necessitates  its  rejection.  Even  a  very 
orthodox  but  superficial  critic  admits  that  David  did  not  write 
it ;  though  he  absurdly  fixes  upon  Zerubbabel,  asserting,  what 
his'  party  will  hardly  believe,  that  "  the  validity  of  our  Saviour's 
argument  was  not  affected  by  the  circumstance  that  the  psalm 
to  which  he  referred'  was  probably  composed  by  Zerubbabel ; 
and  this  being  the  case,  he  styled  the  author  of  the  psalm  David 

'  Gommentarf  u.  i.  w.  yoL  ii.,  p.  412. 
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as  legitimately  as  the  psalm  itself  bore  the  name  of  David  in 
the  superscription.  He  argued,  in  short,  from  the  superscrip- 
tion, and  so,  it  may  be,  acknowledged  and  confirmed  its  autho- 
rity ;  but  he  did  not  criticise  or  interpret  it."^ 

We  have  thus  seen  that  the  directly  Messianic  sense  of  cer- 
tain psabns  is  chiefly  based  on  the  fact  that  the  New  Testa- 
ment writers  apply  them  in  that  way.  Men  feel  themselves 
bound  to  the  letter  of  Scripture  so  slavishly  as  to  convert  the 
obedience  they  owe  it  into  an  unreasoning  service,  where  free- 
dom is  lost.  The  laws  of  truth  implanted  in  the  mind  by 
the  Creator  should  not  be  so  sinned  against.  It  is  now  con- 
fessed by  the  straitest  critics  of  a  conservative  school,  that  the 
New  Testament  writers  follow  the  renderings  of  the  Septuagint 
where  a  true  exegesis  shews  them  to  be  incorrect.    Hengstenberg 

himself  admits,  that  the  translation  of  D^ii /^  by  uY/eXoi  (comp. 

Heb.  i.  6)  is  untenable.  Nothing  should  be  allowed  to  stand  in 
the  way  of  the  grammatical  and  historical  interpretation,  not  even 
the  letter  of  tne  New  Testament,  else  truth  and  independence 
are  sacrificed.  In  that  case  Scripture  is  injured  or  perverted, 
because  it  is  turned  aside  from  the  position  where  a  right  philo- 
sophy places  it.  We  know  that  thmgs  of  this  nature  are  done 
under  cover  of  conscientiousness.  A  false  conscientiousness, 
that  which  sins  against  the  inner  voice  of  the  reason,  should 
never  be  followed.  When  duties  clash,  there  must  be  some 
misapprehension.  The  province  of  the  Bible  interpreter,  im- 
bued with  knowledge  and  love  of  truth,  is  to  obey  the  dictates  of 
a  sound  and  scientinc  exegesis  that  does  homage  to  the  words  of 
Scripture ;  and  to  yield  up  the  result  when  opposed  to  reason 
and  conscience.  The  dead  letter  must  give  way  to  the  living 
voice  within,  else  God  is  dishonoured.  In  conformity  with  a 
right  interpretation  we  hold  that  no  direct,  definite^  catisciotu 
prophecies  of  Messiah  appear  in  the  Psalms.  There  are  uncon- 
scious ones — ^the  indefinite  longings  and  hopes  of  coming  res- 
toration— ^ideas  of  future  completion  and  gloiy  in  the  royal  line 
of  David.  The  New  Testament  writers  quoted  and  applied  such 
passages  according  to  the  current  sense  of  their  time,  without 
thougnt  of  the  original  meaning  intended  by  the  writers.  And 
our  Lord  followed  the  same,  because  it  was  usually  tmnecessary 
to  reason  with  the  Jews  on  any  other  ground  than  the  argu- 
tnenttim  ad  hominem  one.  He  came  not  to  teach  criticism,  but 
to  save  mankind ;  not  to  uphold  tfie  letter,  but  to  evoke  the  spirit 
of  the  Jewish  Scripture  relating  to  himself  and  his  work  of 
redemption. 

Having  considered  all  the  psalms  of  both  classes  separately, 

^  Thrupp,  Introductioii  to  the  stadj  of  the  PttalmB,  toI.  vl  pp.  210,  211, 
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it  appears  that  the  original  meaning  does  not  contain  tlie  con- 
scious idea  of  Messiah.  In  the  first  class,  where  the  speaker 
laments  his  sufferings  and  misfortune,  from  which  he  earnestly 
prays  to  be  deliyered,  he  does  not  siye  the  least  intimation  that 
he  meant  any  other  than  himself.  He  could  scarcely  have 
thought  of  another,  if  we  are  to  judge  by  his  language ;  nor 
could  his  readers  or  hearers  have  adequately  conceived  of  One 
who  had  no  existence  at  the  time.  In  the  time  of  David,  the 
idea  of  a  Messiah  had  no  existence.  It  was  subsequently  evolved 
out  of  a  comparison  of  the  fallen  state  in  the  present  with  the 

il^lorious  days  of  David,  from  whose  seed  a  king  was  hoped  and 
onged  for,  who  should  restore  the  golden  age.  Such  an  idea  did 
not  involve  a  suffering,  much  less  a  dying  Messiah.  A  powerful, 
righteous,  glorious  long  was  the  ide&l.  It  is  remarkable,  how- 
ever, that  tne  descriptions  contained  in  these  psalms  often  cor- 
respond with  the  circumstances  of  the  Redeemer's  history  in  a 
very  striking  way.  Did  the  divine  Spirit  guide  the  words  and 
phrases,  so  that  their  adaptation  to  Christ  should  be  at  once 
recognised  in  after  times r  We  dare  not  deny  his  operation; 
though  the  writers  themselves  had  not  the  Messiah  in  their 
mind.  The  origin  of  the  Messianic  idea  after  the  flourishing 
time  of  the  Hebrew  monarchy  puts  that  period  out  of  account 
as  originating  a  Messianic  psalm.  The  decaying  age  alone 
could  have  given  it  birth ;  and  even  that  obscm^ely. 

We  are  not  disposed  to  deny  the  operation  of  the  Divine  Spirit 
in  leading  the  authors  to  select  poetical  images  that  might  be  ac- 
commodated to  the  Saviour.  A  principal  point  to  be  kept  in 
view  is  the  ideal  nature  of  poetical  pictures  sometimes  given  by 
these  lyric  writers.  Moments  of  Ugher  inspiration  came  over 
them,  when  they  were  transported  in  i^irit  to  future  times,  and 
spake  in  blowing  terms  of  scenes  resplendent  with  earthly  glory. 
Starting  from  the  praises  of  a  present  monarch,  they  were  wrapt 
in  poetic  vision,  to  paint  the  reign  of  some  majestic  one,  to 
whom  all  the  ends  of  the  earth  should  do  homage.  These  were 
to  them  but  ideal  scenes,  the  manifestation  of  far-reaching  hopes 
and  yearning  desires  engendered  in  minds  of  transcendent  grasp. 
They  were  tne  swelling  notes  of  a  full-toned  organ  inspired  by 
the  breath  of  heaven,  and  giving  forth  unusual  music,  whose 
lingering  tones  melted  away  into  the  glorious  future  of  a  divine 
kingdom. 

'Hie  second  class,  containing  ii.,  xlv.,  Ixxii.,  ex.,  which  are  sup- 
posed to  describe  the  Messiah's  power  and  majesty,  make  no 
allusion  to  Christ.  Nor  do  they  correspond  to  his  character  as 
set  forth  in  the  New  Testament.  As  the  writers  give  no  hint  of 
their  alluding  to  one  still  future — ^to  the  great  dehverer  from  sin 
and  death — but  speak  of  existing  persons,  it  is  arbitrary  to  apply 
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thfiir  language  otherwise  than  naturally.  How  can  woridly 
greatness,  corporeal  qualitiea^  beauty^  prowess^  conquest^  iron  mb 
of  enemies^  marriage  with  a  foreign  princess,  etc.,  which  Umsb 
odea  pourtray,  suit  the  meek  and  lowly  Jesus  of  the  gospels  P 
The  greatness,  majesty,  and  power  ascribed  to  him,  are  not  the 
q^tual  qualities  of  the  Chriaiian,  whatever  resemblance  they 
bear  to  the  Jewish,  Messiah,  A  conqueror  of  nations  wielding 
an  iron  sceptre,  wearied  with  pursuing  his  flying  enemies  and 
drinking  of  the  brook  by  the  way  to  refresh  himself  in  the  hot 
haste  of  his  chase,  does  not  suit  the  New  Testament  conceptiuir 
of  Christ.  We  know  that  a  distinction  has  been  made  by  theo- 
logians which  helps  to  evade  this  obvious  truth,  viz.,  a  double 
headship  of  Christ,  one  over  the  church  ;  another  over  all  things 
for  the  diurch.  That  is,  two  characters  are  attributed  to  the 
Messiah,  in  one  of  which  he  acts  towards  the  church ;  in  the 
other  towards  the  world.  The  nations  are  treated  in  one  ww> 
believers  in  another.  It  is  high  time  that  such  dogmatic  dui* 
tinctioDs,  for  which  the  Old  ^l^stament  furnishes  no  authority, 
were  laid  aside.  According  to  the  old  economy,  Messiah  waa  to 
treat  the  theocratic  people  in  one  way ;  heathen  nations  in 
another.  The  former  He  was  to  purify  by  judgments  and  then 
reign  over  the  remnant  in  peace  ;  the  latter  He  was  to  treat  in 
various  ways,  according  to  different  prophets.  The  Jewish  idea 
of  Messiah  is  certainly  unlike  the  Christian ;  because  the  latter 
regards  him  as  equally  loving  and  caring  for  all ;  the  former  as 
q)ecially  favourable  to  the  theocratic  people* 

Of  those  who  refer  many  other  and  even  all  psalms  to  Christ 
it  is  imnecessary  to  speak ;  since  they  appear  to  have  no  principle 
of  interpretation  but  fancy  or  feeling.  Their  explanations  are 
therefore  curiosities  ;  strange,  monstrous,  irrational,  absurd. 
Yet  they  continue  to  be  given,  as  if  they  were  infallibly 
correct  Thus  one  says:  ''The  Lord  Jesus  Christ>  the  true 
Israel,  is  the  speaker  in  this  (the  139th)  psalm ;  and  with 
him  the  new  Israel  that  has  sprung  forth  from  him,  his  mys- 
tical body  the  Church,"  etc.  Of  course  verses  13-16  pre^ 
ognify  the  literal  body  of  Christ,  and  also  his  mystical  body. 
They  are  prophetical  of  his  iucamation  and  also  of  his  Church, 
And  besides,  ''  this  was  undoubtedly  the  view  taken  of  this  psalm 
by  the  Apostle  St  Pwil,"  as  shewn  by  the  fourth  chapter  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews.*  If  such  extravagant,  unbiblical  alle- 
gorising does  not  revolt  the  good  sense  of  the  reader,  any 
absurdity  may  be  promulgated'  in  the  name  of  interpretation. 

Bishop  Horsley  supposes  that  David^s  psalms  were  prophetic^ 
because  he  describes  himself  and  his.  sacred  songs  in  this  manner 

>  Thrapp'*  Introduction  to  the  study  and  use  of  the  Psalnu,  tol.  it  p.  &i  et 
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at  the  close  of  his  life  :  "  David  the  son  of  Jesse  said,  and  the 
mail  who  was  raised  up  on  high,  the  anointed  of  the  God  of 
Jacob,  and  the  sweet  Psabnist  of  Israel  said,  the  Spirit  of 
Jehovah  spake  by  me,  and  his  word  was  in  my  tongue ''  (2  Sam. 
xxiii.  1,  2).  "  It  was  the  word  therefore  of  Jehovah's  Spirit 
which  was  uttered  by  David's  tongue.  But  it  should  seem  the 
Spirit  of  Jehovah  would  not  be  wanted  to  enable  a  mere  man  to 
make  complaint  of  his  own  enemies,  to  describe  his  own  sufferings 

i'ust  as  he  felt  them,  and  his  own  escapes  just  as  they  happened. 
3ut  the  Spirit  of  Jehovah  described  by  David's  utterance  what 
was  known  to  that  Spirit  only,  and  that  Spirit  only  could 
describe.  So  that,  if  David  be  allowed  to  have  had  any  know- 
ledge of  the  true  subject  of  his  own  compositions,  it  was  nothing 
in  his  own  life,  but  something  put  into  his  mind  by  the  Holy 
Spirit  of  God :  and  the  misapplication  of  the  psalms  to  the 
literal  David  has  done  more  mischief  than  the  misapplication  of 
any  other  parts  of  the  Scriptures  among  those  who  profess  the 
belief  of  the  Christian  religion."^ 

We  need  scarcely  say  that  this  reasoninc^  is  radically  wrong, 
because  it  proceeds  from  an  imaginary  mterpretation  of  the 
phrases,  "the  Spirit  of  Jehovah  speuce  by  me,"  and  "his  word 
was  in  my  tongue,"  which  do  not  mean  that  whatever  David 
wrote  and  spake  was  the  direct  suggestion  or  utterance  of  the 
Holy  Spirit.  The  phraseology  is  general,  signifying  nothing 
more  than  that  David  was  inspired.  Whatever  he  wrote  was 
by  inspiration.  He  had  the  Spirit  of  God  always.  When  he 
described  his  own  sufferings  he  described  them  only.  When 
he  spoke  of  his  enemies  he  meant  them  only.  Hence  we  re- 
pudiate Horsley's  assertion  that  the  Psalms  do  not  refer  to  the 
life  of  David:  "there  are  none  in  which  the  son  of  David 
is  not  the  principal  and  immediate  subject.  David's  complaint 
against  his  enemies  are  Messiah's  complaints,  first  of  the  im- 
believing  Jews,  then  of  the  heathen  persecutors,  and  of  the 
apostate  faction  in  later  aees.  David's  afflictions  are  Messiah's 
sufferings.  David's  pemtential  supplications  are  Messiah's, 
under  the  burden  of  the  imputed  guilt  of  man.  David^s 
songs  of  triumph  and  thanksgiving  are  Messiah's  songs  of 
triumph  and  thanksgiving  for  his  victory  over  sin,  and  death, 
and  heU."  Doctrinal  allegorising  of  this  nature  must  be 
discarded.  There  are  no  cUrect  prophecies  of  Christ  in  the 
Psalms.  Whatever  Messianic  element  is  in  them  ia  ideal  and 
therefore  indefinite ;  the  writers  having  no  definite  conceptions 
of  his  person.  Accordin^y  we  cannot  adopt  the  opinion  of 
Bishop  Home,  that  "  the  Psalms  treat  of  the  advent  of  Messiah 

>  Preface  to  Tranalatioii  of  PMalmB,  pp.  xL,  xiL,  Theolog.  workB,  toI.  It. 
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with  its  effects  and  oonsequenoeB ;  his  incamationy  bixih,  iijfii^ 
passion,  death,  resarrection,  ascension,  kingdom,  and  priM^ 
nood."  ^  Granunatico-hifitorical  interpretation  rejects  all  this  as 
arbitrary.  It  is  the  mere  fancy  of  a  Christian  putting  Ghristiaft 
doctrine  into  the  Old  Testament,  where  it  is  out  of  place.  Ju- 
daism and  Christianity  should  not  be  so  blended.  It  is  difficult, 
howcTer,  for  one  belonging  to  the  later  dispensation  to  throw 
himself  back  in  idea  into  the  times  of  the  Old  Testament  writen, 
and  to  judge  truly  of  their  language. 

XIIL  Doctrine  of  the  Psalms  BESPEcrmG  a  future  statu. 
— The  sentiments  uttered  in  the  Psalms  respecting  a  future  state 
are  essentially  the  same  as  those  in  the  Pentateuch.  Sheol  or 
Orcus  is  the  place  to  which  the  souls  of  the  dead  go,  the  vital  spirit 
hayinff  returned  to  God  from  whom  it  emanated.  There  they 
have  uttle  if  anything  more  to  do  with  the  body.  In  this  yast 
subterranean  and  darE  cayem  the  souls  dwell,  feeble  and  desti- 
tute  of  yigour,  mere  shades,  without  concern,  feeling,  or  memory. 
Excluded  from  human  affairs  and  the  light  of  earth  they  ao 
nothing.  What  is  more,  they  are  cut  off  from  all  intercourse 
with  God,  whom  they  can  no  longer  praise  or  celebrate  His 
wonders.  Their  time  is  passed  in  a  kind  of  sleep,  whence  they 
are  only  roused  by  some  imcommon  occurrence.  Thus  they  are 
represented  as  shut  up  in  a  land  of  forgetfulnesa — dreamy  shades 
almost  destitute  of  consciousness  (comp.  Ps.  yi.  5,  xxxix.  13, 
xlix.  19,  Ixiii.  9,  Ixxxyiii.,  cxy.  17).  The  pious  Israelites,  there- 
fore, as  far  as  we  see  from  this  book,  had  not  the  belief  of  im- 
mortality. They  did  not  entertain  the  sure  hope  of  eternal 
life  beyond  the  graye.  They  were  deprived  of  the  comfort 
deriyea  from  this  faith  ;  and  do  not  console  themselyes  with 
it  amid  misfortunes. 

A  few  passages,  however,  make  it  probable  that  some  of  the 
psalm- writers  had  at  times  a  spark  of  hope  that  their  fellowship 
with  God  might  not  be  terminated  by  the  present  life.  When 
they  thought  of  the  prosperity  of  the  wicked  in  the  world, 
and  the  misfortunes  of  the  righteous,  considering  that  such 
inequality  often  continued  till  death,  they  must  have  been  per- 
plexed. As  they  clung  with  firmness  to  Jehovah  and  valued 
communion  with  Him  above  all  earthly  good,  it  was  natural 
that  the  idea  of  its  indissolubility  by  death  should  arise  within 
them.  But  we  are  not  warranted  in  reasoning  a  priori  on  the 
point.  The  question  must  be  decided  by  evidence.  Do  we  ever 
find  these  poets  uttering  a  hope  or  aspiration  that  their  inter- 
course with  Jehovah  might  continue  for  ever  P  The  following 
places  bear  on  the  question : 

^  PreftMse  io  Gonune&taiy  ou.  tke  Psalnw. 
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Ptf.  xti.  11 : 

Hion  mlt  fthew  ine  thd  pAth  of  lift, 
Fulneat  of  joy  befote  thy  fiiM, 
Pleasures  at  my  right  hand  for  eTeribore. 

Here  the  most  probable  interpretation  is,  that  the  pious  firp6akdf 
fthotdd  not  be  given  up  as  a  prey  to  death  bat  paitake  of  ever- 
lasting communion  with  God.  Conscious  that  he  had  already 
enterS  into  intimate  fellowship  with  Jehovah,  who  is  his  aU- 
satisfying  portion,  he  feels  in  the  depths  of  his  soul  the  anticipa- 
tion of  a  blessed  and  immortal  existence.  It  was  probably  a 
momentarv  consciousness  that  the  bond  which  unites  the  be- 
Kever  to  God  can  never  be  dissolved — a  gleam  of  bold  hope— 
a  persuasion  arising  from  the  very  bottom  of  his  spirit,  and 
welling  up  with  tmspeakable  delight.  He  had  no  definite  belief 
of  entering  on  happiness  immemately  after  death.  ITiat  was 
not  in  his  mind,  liather  was  it  a  powerAil  feeling,  at  the  time, 
of  never-ending  union  with  God. 
Psalm  xlix.  15 : 

But  God  will  redeem  my  soul  from  the  power  of  the  graYo, 
For  he  shall  receive  me. 

These  words  are  opposed  to  those  of  the  seventh  verse,  "  I^one  of 
them  can  by  any  means  redeem  his  brother,  nor  give  to  God  a 
ransom  for  him,"  where  death  is  spoken  of.  We  must  there- 
fore understand  the  fiftieenth  verse  of  everlasting  life  with  God. 
The  Psalmist  hopes,  and  anticipates  in  a  moment  of  high 
spiritual  feeling,  that  the  state  of  the  righteous  enjoying  God's 
favour  would  be  etemaL  His  soul  bursting  the  limits  of  time 
stretches  its  pinions  beyond  the  grave,  conscious  that  the  lot  of 
the  pious  would  not  be  that  of  the  wicked  shut  up  in  Sheol, 
Not  that  such  was  a  fixed  belief.  It  was  rather  a  feeling  or 
consciousness  excited  and  deepened  by  the  contrast  between  the 
ungodly  and  righteous. 
Psalm  Ixxiii.  23-26  : 

Thou  shalt  guide  me  with  thy  oounsel, 

And  afterwards  receiTe  me  to  glory. 

Whom  have  I  in  heaTen  hut  thee  ? 

And  there  is  none  upon  earth  that  I  desire  heside  thee. 

My  flesh  and  my  heart  faileth  ; 

But  Qod  is  the  strength  of  my  heSot,  and  my  portion  for  erer . 

Here  it  is  certain  that  the  phrase  "  and  afterwards  receive  me  to 
glory ''  does  not  mean,  that  he  should  receive  glory  after  death, 
but  simply,  "  and  will  lead  me  to  honour."  When  the  writer, 
however,  proceeds  to  say,  "  though  my  heart  and  flesh  be  con- 
sumed, God  is  the  rock  of  my  heart  and  my  portion  for  ever/' 
he  feels  himself  so  penetrated  with  a  feeling  of  etemitjr  that  he 
is  eonfident  of  never  wanting  ihe  presenoe  of  a  propitious  God, 
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though  his  body  should  be  destroyed.  He  thus  rises  to  the 
heieht  of  immortality,  boldly  anticipating  his  eternal  existence 
with  Jehovah  in  full  fruition  of  His  favour.  A  realised  present 
communion  with  Him  becomes  the  earnest  and  pledge  of  its 
perpetuity. 

biich  are  all  the  traces  we  have  been  able  to  discover  of  anti- 
cipations of  a  blessed  and  eternal  life  with  God  on  the  part  of 
the  pious.  The  prevailing  belief  did  not  recognise  such  rare 
burstings  forth  of  a  higher  consciousness.  Existence  after 
death  was  to  it  a  hopeless,  comfortless  state,  from  which  the 
believer  shrank :  ''  In  death  there  is  no  remembrance  of  thee  ; 
in  the  grave  who  shall  give  thee  thanks  ?"  (vi.  6)  The  higher 
hope  of  an  ever-blessed  life  after  death,  never  attained  decided 
and  definite  expression.     This  is  admitted  by  DeUtzsch  himself. 

Some  interpreters  find  allusions  to  a  blessed  Hfe  hereafter  in 
Ps.  xvii.  15,  "  As  for  me  I  will  behold  thy  face  in  righteous- 
ness :  I  shall  be  satisfied,  when  I  awake,  with  thy  likeness.^' 
So  De  Wette,  aft^er  J.  H.  Michaelis  and  others.  The  psalm 
was  at  first  composed  and  used  as  an  evening  song  or  prayer ; 
and  awaking  means  tchen  I  awake  to-morrow.  De  Wette, 
Delitzsch,  and  Hofmann  argue  that  awaking  from  the  sleep  of 
death  is  intended ;  the  last-named  critic  afiirming  that  there  is 
a  contrast  between  D\*n3  and  V^pll^/  The  antithesis,  how- 
ever, is  not  between  these  two,  but  rather  between  in  life  and 
satisfied  with  thy  likeness  or  its  equivalent  seeing  thy  face  in 
righteousness.      The  word  y^pHJl  expresses  a  subordinate  idea. 

The  burden  of  the  prayer  is  the  enjoyment  of  the  divine  favour 
and  protection  in  this  life.  Hence  the  previous  petitions  would 
have  been  superfluous,  had  the  hope  of  future  blessedness  been 
enough,  as  is  well  observed  by  Hengstenberg. 

The  last  verse  of  the  forty-eighth  psalm  is  also  explained  by 
some  as  containing  the  idea  of  a  mture  state.  ^*  For  this  is  our 
God  for  ever  and  ever :  he  will  be  our  guide  even  unto  death," 
or  as  some  translate  it  over  death,  which  is  incorrect.  The  most 
obvious  explanation  is  that  which  makes  the  phrase  mean,  as 
long  as  we  live.  The  thous^ht  of  the  soul's  immortality  is  foreign 
to  the  entire  strain  of  the  ode;  and  the  present  verse  only 
declares  the  confident  assurance  of  the  writer  that  God  would 
bring  the  nation  out  of  severe  perils.  We  do  not  agree  with 
Burk,  Stier,  and  Tholuck  in  finding  the  idea  of  a  future  state 
here. 

We  need  not  refer  to  Ps.  xxxvii.  18,  "  The  Lord  knoweth  the 
dajrs  of  the  upright :  and  their  inheritance  shall  be  for  ever,*' 
because  it  is  plain  from  the  eleventh  verse  that  the  inheritance 

^  Ber  SohriftbeweiB,  yol.  ii.,  iweite  Abthfiiliing,  p.  494  et  aeqq.,  second  edition. 
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is  BOt  Heavenly  and  eyerlasting,  but  earthly  :  *^  the  meek  shall 
inherit  the  earth ;  and  shall  delight  themselves  in  the  abund- 
ance of  peace/' 

XIV.  Brmcs  op  the  Psalter. — ^With  regard  to  the  religious 
and  moral  dogmatic  of  the  psalms,  various  opinions  are  enter- 
tained. Some  suppose  that  the  morality  presented  accords 
with  the  pure  spirit  of  Christianity.  Love  to  all  men,  for- 
giveness of  enemies,  mercy  and  benevolence,  are  inculcated  in 
the  same  manner  as  in  the  gospel.  This  view  is  based  on  a 
certain  theory  of  inspiration.  Others  think  that  universal 
charity  and  forgiveness  of  enemies  were  neither  apprehended 
nor  exemplified  by  the  Jewish  Psalmists  as  they  were  by  the 
apostles  and  early  Christians.  The  question  turns  upon  the 
proper  meaning  of  certain  passages,  where  ill- wishes  and  curses 
appear  to  be  uttered.     The  places  are  these : 

Let  the  wicked  be  ashamed  and  let  them  be  silent  in  the  grave  (zxxi.  17). 

Let  them  be  confounded  and  put  to  shame  that  seek  after  my  soul : 

Let  them  be  turned  back  and  brought  to  oonftision  that  devise  my  hurt. 

Let  them  be  as  chaff  before  the  wind : 

And  let  the  aneel  of  the  Lord  chase  them. 

Let  their  way  be  dark  and  slippery : 

And  let  the  angel  of  the  Lord  persecute  them  (xzrr.  4-6). 

Let  destruction  come  upon  him  at  unawares; 
And  let  his  net  tiiat  he  nath  hid  catch  himself : 
Into  that  very  destruction  let  him  fall  (xxzt.  8). 

Mine  eye  hath  seen  his  desire  upon  mine  enemies  (Iit.  8). 

Destroy,  0  Lord,  and  divide  their  tongues : 

Tot  I  have  seen  violence  and  strife  in  the  city  (Iv.  9). 

Let  death  seize  upon  them,  and  let  them  go  down  quick  into  hell ; 
For  wickedness  is  in  their  dwellings  and  among  them  (Iv.  15). 

Thou  therefore,  0  Lord  God  of  hosts,  the  God  of  Israel,  awake  to  visit  all  the 

heathen ; 
Be  not  mereiftil  to  any  wicked  transgressors  (lix.  6). 

Consume  them  in  wrath,  consume  them  that  they  may  not  be ; 
And  let  them  know  that  God  ruleth  in  Jacob,  etc.  (lix.  13). 

Let  their  table  become  a  snare  before  them : 

And  that  which  should  have  been  for  their  welfare,  let  it  become  a  tn^. 

Let  their  eyes  be  darkened  that  they  see  not ; 

And  make  their  loins  continually  to  shake. 

Pour  out  thine  indignation  upon  them, 

And  let  thy  wrathful  aneer  take  hold  of  them. 

Let  their  habitation  be  desolate ; 

And  let  none  dwell  in  their  tents. 

For  they  persecute  him  whom  thou  hast  smitten ; 

And  they  talk  to  the  ^ef  of  those  whom  thou  hast  wounded. 

Add  iniquity  unto  their  iniquity ;  t 

And  let  them  not  come  into  thy  riffhteousness. 

Let  them  be  blotted  out  of  the  book  of  the  living, 

And  not  bewrittoi  with  the  righteous  (hdz.  22-28). 


294  THB  FOOK  O?  FSALUS. 

8«t  ^oa  a  wicked  nwi^  oyer  kim ; 

And  let  Satan  stand  at  lus  right  nand. 

When  he  shall  he  jndged,  let  him  he  eppdenmed ; 

And  let  his  prayer  be^me  sin. 

Let  his  days  be  few, 

And  let  another  take  his  office. 

Let  his  children  be  fiitheiiess, 

And  his  wife  a  widow ; 

Let  his  children  be  continually  vagabonds  and  beg : 

Let  them  seek  their  bread  also  out  of  their  desolate  places. 

Let  the  extortioner  catch  all  that  he  hath ; 

And  let  the  strangers  spoil  his  labour. 

liet  there  be  none  to  extend  mercy  unto  him : 

Neither  let  there  be  any  to  finvour  his  fatherless  children. 

Let  his  posterity  be  cut  off; 

And  in  the  generation  following  let  their  name  he  blotted  out. 

Let  the  iniquity  of  his  fathers  be  remembered  with  the  Lord ; 

And  let  not  the  sin  of  his  mother  be  blotted  out. 

Let  them  be  before  the  Lord  continually,  that  he  may  cut  off  the 

from  the  earth 

As  he  loved  cursing,  so  let  it  come  unto  him : 

As  he  delighted  not  in  blessing,  so  let  it  be  far  from  him. 

As  he  clothed  himself  with  cursing  as  with  his  garment, 

So  let  it  come  into  his  bowels  like  water,  and  lue  oil  into  hia  bonef. 

Let  it  be  unto  him  as  the  garment  which  covereth  him, 

And  for  a  girdle  wherewith  he  is  girded  continually. 

Let  this  be  the  reward  of  mine  adversaries  from  the  Lord, 

And  of  them  that  speak  evil  against  my  soul  (dx.  6*20). 

0  daughter  of  Babylon  who  art  to  be  destroyed, 

Happy  shall  he  be  that  rewardeth  thee  as  thou  hast  served  ua. 

Happy  shall  he  be  that  taketh  and  dasheth  thy  little  ones  against  the  8toiie9((Sxsxni«  8, 9)» 

Let  buniin^  coals  fall  upon  them,  let  them  be  cast  into  the  fire : 
Into  deep  pits,  that  they  rise  not  up  again  (cxl.  10). 

These  are  the  chief  places  bearing  on  the  point  in  question. 
Let  lis  see  how  they  are  explained. 

1.  Some  affirm  that  the  language  is  not  that  of  prayer  or 
wkhy  but  prediction.  It  is  alleged  that  the  imperative  mood 
is  often  used  for  the  future,  and  is  so  here.  We  hold  it  un- 
philosophical  to  say  that  the  imperative  and  future  are  inter- 
changeable. They  agree  so  far  as  that  both  are  voluntativey  to 
use  the  term  of  Ewald.^  Both  express  conditions  of  the  will. 
The  imperative,  however,  is  the  highest  utterance  of  the  will, 
its  shortest  and  most  decided  expression.  The  future  again  is  a 
less  emphatic  manifestation  of  it.  This  characteristic  difference 
may  be  modified  by  abbreviation  and  enlargement;  but  it  is 
never  lost  sight  of  entirely.  The  choice  is  regulated  to  a  great 
extent  by  the  feelings  of  the  writer  at  the  time.  If  the  feelings 
are  very  strong,  the  imperative  is  employed ;  if  they  are  weaker, 
the  future  will  be  used.  The  imperatives  in  these  imprecations 
can  only  be  referred  to  the  writers'  desires,  shewing  what 
they  are.    Proper  predictions  ar^  never  made  by  impeorativeB. 

>  Ausfuhrliches  Lehrbuch  der  Heb.  I^piaeha,  pt.  426,  fifkh  editiiin. 


wrmm  or  thb  boos.  295 

The  future  tense  performB  that  office.  Thus  Hebrew  grammar 
•omtradicte  the  offered  explanation.  If  it  did  not,  other  argu- 
meats  are  sufficient  to  oyerthrow  it. 

2.  The  poets'  enemies  were  the  enemies  of  God,  rebels  to 
tlie  heavenly  Sang  and  violators  of  his  commands.  To  desire 
their  punishment  arose,  it  may  be  presumed,  not  from  a  vin- 
dictive feeling,  but  from  a  regard  to  religion.  It  was  in  fact 
tantamoxmt  to  desiring  the  Almighty  to  vindicate  His  glory  by 
inflicting  the  chastisement  they  deserved.  Considering  their 
numbers  and  persevering  malignity,  the  escape  of  the  writer 
might  seem  utterly  impracticable  without  their  entire  over* 
throw.  Hence  a  prayer  for  their  destruction  was  equivalent  to 
a  pniyer  for  his  own  preservation. 

How  this  view  justifies  the  use  of  such  pravers  we  are 
unable  to  see.  It  is  totally  insufficient.  Supposing  that  the 
poets'  enemies  were  the  enemies  of  God,  how  is  their  spirit 
justified  thereby?  In  the  very  same  sense,  it  may  now  be 
said  that  the  enemies  of  a  good  man  are  the  enemies  of  God. 
But  does  that  circumstance  justify  the  good  man  in  praying  for 
their  destruction  P  The  enemies  of  Christ,  who  is  humanity's 
highest  pattern,  were  also  God's  enemies ;  yet,  instead  of  calling 
down  punishment  on  their  heads,  he  prayed  for  their  forgive- 
ness. We  cannot  tell  whether  the  desire  of  their  enemies  being 
punished  arose  from  a  regard  to  religion,  or  from  vindictive 
feelings.  The  motives^  of  the  speakers  can  only  be  discovered 
from  their  language.  And  that  language  certainly  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  feelings  were  more  vindictive  than  religious. 
Thus  in  the  137th  psalm,  "  Happy  shall  he  be  that  taketh  and 
dasheth  thy  little  ones  against  the  stones,"  we  may  ask,  was 
this  prompted  by  a  regard  to  religion  P  Surely  not.  "  Be  not 
merciful  to  any  wicked  transgressors."  Was  such  a  prayer 
inspired  by  religion  P  We  think  not.  Man  is  not  justified  in 
desiring  the  Almighty  to  vindicate  his  glory  by  inflicting  de- 
served chastisements,  especially  such  chastisements  as  the  eternal 
destruction  of  enemies.  "Consume  them  in  wrath,  consume 
them  that  they  may  not  be,"  has  no  warrant  in  the  New  Testa- 
ment. We  have  nothing  to  do  with  calling  upon  or  reminding 
the  Almighty  to  vindicate  His  glory.  But  tee  have  to  pray  /or 
our  enemies,  because  Christ  expressly  commands  it.  And  sup- 
pose the  escape  of  a  writer  might  seem  utterly  impracticable 
without  the  entire  overthrow  of  foes,  does  that  justify  a  prayer 
for  their  destruction  ?  By  no  means.  As  long  as  we  have  fSuth 
in  God,  it  should  effectually  repress  all  the  feelings  that  prompt 
to  pray  for  the  destruction  of  enemies,  even  though  our  own  pre- 
servation be  promoted  thereby.  "Dearly  beloved,"  says  the, 
apostle,  "avenge  not  yottiflolvea^  hot  rauxer  give  place  unto 
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wrath.  For  it  is  written,  Vengeance  is  mine,  I  will  repay,  saitli 
the  Lord."  TAaHs  the  Christian  spirit.  What  kind  of  moraKiy 
is  it  which  prays  that  enemies  may  not  be  pardoned ;  that  th^ 
may  be  "  Uotted  out  of  the  book  of  the  living  and  not  be 
written  with  the  righteous"  i.e.,  effaced  from  the  divine  decree, 
as  Alexander^  explains  it  P  Secret  things  belong  unto  the  Lord. 
What  has  man  to  do  with  the  divine  decrees  P 

The  explanation  offered  of  these  imprecatory  psalms  utterly 
fails,  in  whatever  light  it  be  regarded.  It  does  not  apply  to  all. 
If  words  are  to  be  taken  as  they  stand,  the  speakers  cannot  be 
cleared  of  the  charge  of  having  vindictive  feelings. 

Set  ihou  a  wicked  man  over  him, 

And  let  Satan  stand  at  his  right  hand : 

When  he  shall  be  j  udged,  let  him  be  condemned, 

And  let  his  prayer  become  sin. 

Let  his  days  be  few,  and  let  another  take  his  office ; 

Let  his  children  be  fatherless,  and  his  wife  a  widow ; 

Let  his  children  be  continually  vagabonds  and  beg. 

Let  them  seek  their  bread  also  out  of  their  desolate  places. 

Let  there  be  none  to  extend  mercy  unto  him ; 

Neither  let  there  be  any  to  favour  his  fatherless  children. 

Let  his  posterity  be  cut  off. 

And  in  the  generation  following  let  their  name  be  blotted  out. 

Let  the  iniquity  of  his  fathers  be  remembered  with  the  Lord, 

And  let  not  the  sin  of  his  mother  be  blotted  out  (eiz.) 

There  can  be  no  question  that  a  real  individual  is  here  meant, 
not  an  ideal  person.  Some  one  is  singled  out  as  the  subject  of 
imprecation.  And  not  only  is  the  prayer  against  himself,  but 
also  against  his  children,  his  posterity  also  generally.  The  very 
iniquity  of  the  fathers  of  the  individuals  is  introduced,  with  the 
view  of  its  being  remembered  against  the  descendant ;  and  it  is 
requested  that  his  mother* $  sin  should  not  be  blotted  out.  Have 
the  children,  mother,  ancestors  of  the  person,  anything  to  do 
with  his  own  deeds  P  The  sufferer  prays  directly  and  plainly 
for  the  punishment  of  an  enemy.  He  launches  rorth  dire  im- 
precations against  him ;  wishing  that  the  innocent  children,  and 
even  the  parents,  might  be  visited  and  not  forgiven.  If  this  be 
not  evidence  of  vindictive  feelings,  we  know  not  what  vindic- 
tiveness  is.  The  man  himself  may  have  been  the  Psalmist's 
persevering,  malignant  enemy ;  but  how  could  the  children,  the 
posterity,  the  ancestors,  be  so  P     The  thing  is  impossible. 

It  is  truly  marvellous  how  any  writer  on  the  psalm  could  say, 
"  there  is  nought  in  it  which  may  not  be  piously  uttered  by 
every  worshipper,  whether  under  the  Old  or  under  the  New 
Covenant,  who  is  filled  with  a  holy  jealousy  for  God's  honour." 
Holy  jealousy  truly !  Bather  unholy  and  unchristtan,  alien  to 
piety,  though  not  to  so-called  orthodoxy.   From  such  jealousy  we 

1  The  Psalms  trandided  and  ezpbdned,  vol.  ii.  p.  131. 
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pray  to  be  delivered.  In  like  manner,  some  apologetic  authors 
speak  of  tengeful  expressions  as  being  sometimes  the  expressions 
of  enlightenea  zeal  for  God's  glory,  when  they  come  from  an 
inspired  man !  But  there  is  no  distinction  in  their  essence  or 
morality,  whether  they  proceed  from  a  private  individual  or  an 
inspired  David.  Inspiration  does  not  alter  their  character, 
because  right  and  wrong  are  unchangeable.  All  reasoning  to 
excuse  these  imprecations  on  the  ground  of  God's  justice  and 
righteous  indignation  against  sin  is  radically  unsound,  as  long 
as  God  and  man  are  so  separate  that  the  latter  cannot  arrogate 
to  himself  the  true  attributes  of  the  Former.  Besides,  there  is 
no  proper  analogy,  because  the  objectionable  psalm-passages  are 
prayers  or  toishes.  Is  this  parallel  to  statements  that  Jehovah 
will  punish  sin,  destroy  the  wicked,  etc.,  or  that  he  hates  sin  P 
Again,  when  the  psalmist  prays. 

Add  iniquity  unto  their  iniquity, 

And  let  them  not  come  into  thy  righteousness  (Ixix.  27), 

the  prayer  asks,  that  sin  may  be  followed  by  the  natural  effects 
of  sm,  and  that  pardon  may  not  be  extended.  What  situation 
of  the  speaker  could  justify  him  in  supposing  that  their  not 
being  pardoned  was  a  necessary  condition  of  his  escape  from 
them  ?  None  whatever,  according  to  the  New  Testament.  No 
regard  to  religion  or  hatred  of  iniquity,  could  prompt  such  a 
petition.  It  is  essentially  irreligious.  That  the  bitterest  curses 
of  this  109th  psalm  are  the  psalmist's  own  we  hold  all  but 
certain ;  though  Michaelis,  Knapp,  B.  Williams,  and  others  put 
verses  six  to  nineteen  into  the  mouth  of  his  adversary,  appa- 
rently because  one  person  is  always  spoken  of  in  them,  and  more 
than  one  in  the  preceding  context.  The  change  of  number  how- 
ever is  a  common  thing,  and  the  plural  returns  in  the  fifteenth 
verse. 

Attempts  have  been  made  to  represent  the  psalmists  in  these 
cases  as  tne  types  and  representatives  of  Messiah.  How  this  im- 
proves the  matter  we  cannot  see.  It  makes  the  case  worse. 
Does  everything  that  a  type  of  the  Messiah  says  or  writes,  bear 
the  stamp  of  the  truly  religious  on  that  accoimt  P  Certainly 
not,  else  he  were  infaJlible ;  which  no  mere  man  can  be.  This 
typical  hypothesis  is  arbitrary  and  baseless.  It  is  unpsycho- 
logical  too ;  for  what  meaning  is  there  in  saying  with  Delitzsch, 
that  "  persecution  of  David  was  a  sinning  not  merely  against 
David  himself,  but  against  Christ  in  him  ;  and  because  Christ  is 
in  David,  the  wrath  of  Christ  against  his  future  foes  mingles 
with  the  psalmist's  wrath  against  his  present  enemies  P  "  ^ 

3.  A  recent  writer  on  the  psalms  o£^rs  this  explanation :  **  Ab- 

1  Commeatar,  yoL  ii  p.  180. 
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•aming  aisf  »  &ct  beyond  dispute,  that  the  maas  of  the  wieked 
will,  as  a  irhole,  never  be  separated  from  their  sins;  assuming 
that  the  defilement  of  sin  must  be  eternally  perpetuated  unless 
God  at  last  interpose  to  overthrow  those  who  wilfully  and  reso- 
lutely prefer  darkness  to  light ;  the  believer  is  foroed  for  the 
honour  of  God,  to  pray  for  the  latter  alternative,  and  to  ao* 
quiesce  in  the  judgments  which  he  foresees  that  the  impenitent 
will  inevitably  bring  on  their  own  heads.  We  pray  for  the 
punishment  of  the  wicked  on  the  assumption  of  their  impeni* 
tenoe,  not  for  the  punishment  of  such  as  may  repent ;  and 
prayer  of  this  kind  is  virtually  involved  in  the  petition  which 
our  Saviour  taught  us,  '  Thy  Ungdom  come/  "  ^ 

A  weaker  and  more  unchristian  explanation  could  not  be 
offered.  According  to  it  the  inspired  writer,  or  David,  (as  he 
thinks),  assumes  that  the  mass  of  the  wicked  will  for  ever  remain 
impenitent ;  on  which  assumption  he  prays  that  God's  judg- 
ments may  fall  heavily  on  their  heads.  The  believer  makes  an 
assumption  altogether  unwan*anted ;  and  on  the  strength  of  it 
prays  for  the  punishment  of  the  wicked.  We  hold  it  utterly 
unchristian  to  make  such  an  assumption.  A  believer  has  no 
warrant  for  it.  Scripture  does  not  authorise  him.  The  known 
character  of  God  does  not  authorise  him.  Christian  charity 
does  not  authorise  him.  On  the  contrary,  all  these  expressly 
dissuade  from  it.  The  apostle  Paul  exhorts  that  prayers  and 
intercessions  be  made  for  all  men ;  for  God  our  Saviour  will 
have  all  men  to  be  saved  and  to  come  unto  the  knowledge  of  the 
truth  (1  Tim.  ii.  I,  etc.) ;  but  this  theologian  justifies  the 
believer  in  praying,  on  the  bare  assumption  that  the  mass  of  men 
will  be  for  ever  impenitent,  that  their  wickedness  may  be  punished 
and  their  persons  destroyed.  He  even  justifies  the  language  of 
the  Psalmist,  "  Add  iniquity  unto  their  iniquity ;  and  let  them 
not  come  into  thy  righteousness.'* 

Well  has  it  been  said  by  Poole,  that  *'  these  imprecations  (in 
the  sixty-ninth  psalm)  are  so  many  and  so  severe  that  they  may 
seem  to  exceed  the  bounds  of  justice  and  charity,  if  they  be 
applied  to  David's  enemies  as  a  recompence  for  their  injuries 
done  to  him;"  but  most  incorrectly  does  he  add,  that  they 
**  most  deservedly  and  fitly  belong  to  the  enemies  and  murderers 
of  Christ."*  Christ  prayed  for  his  murderers  that  they  might 
be  forgiven :  how  can  David  or  any  other  be  right  in  pray- 
ing the  opposite  P  The  example  of  Christ  should  not  be  des- 
pised. How  can  an  Old  Testament  believer  be  excusable  in 
uttering  imprecations  against  the  enemies  of  Christ  in  the 

^  Introdaedoii  to  the  study  and  uae  (tf  tlie  Ftalmi,  by  J.  F.  Thrapp,  H.A.,  vol.  i. 
p.  384. 
a  AnnotatLons  on  the  Bible* 
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futoTQi  when  Christ  himaelf  manifested  a  spirit  directly  the 
TOYerse  P 

4.  Prof.  B,  B.  Edwards  has  given  another  explanation^  whose 
substance  appears  in  this  form  :^  *'  Only  a  morbid  benevolencoy  a 
mistaken  philanthropy,  takes  offence  at  these  psalms;  for  in 
reality  they  are  not  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the  gospel,  or  to 
that  love  of  enemies  which  Ohrist  enjoined.  Resentment  against 
evil  doers  is  so  far  from  being  sinful,  that  we  find  it  exemplified 
in  the  meek  and  spotless  Bredeemer  himself  (Mark.  iii.  5).  If 
the  emotion  and  its  utterance  were  essentially  sinful  (1  Cor.  xvi. 
22)  how  could  Paul  wish  the  enemy  of  Glirist  to  be  accursed 
(ava0€fia)9  or  say  of  his  own  enemy  Alexander  the  coppersmith, 
'  The  Lord  reward  him  according  to  his  works '  (2  Tim.  iv.  14) ; 
and  especially,  how  could  the  spirits  of  the  just  in  heaven  call 
on  God  for  vengeance  P  (Bev.  vi.  10)." 

This  explanation  is  derived  from  Hengstenberg,  and,  however 
plausible,  must  be  rejected.  Let  us  consider  the  particulars 
referred  to  in  it.  We  read  of  Jesus  in  Mark  iii.  6,  '*  When  he 
had  looked  round  about  on  them  with  anger,  being  grieved  for 
the  hardness  of  their  hearts,"  etc.  Here  anger  and  grief  are 
attributed  to  the  Bedeemer.  But  there  is  neither  prayer  nor 
wish.  The  feelings  in  question  are  wholly  unlike  those  which 
prompted  the  woids,  '<  Pour  out  thine  indignation  upon  them, 
and  let  thy  wrathful  anger  take  hold  upon  them.  Add  iniquity 
unto  their  iniquity,  and  let  them  not  come  into  thy  righteous- 
ness," etc.  (Ps.  Ixix.).  Besentment  against  persevering  evil 
doers  is  different  from  malediction  and  imprecation.  The  Sa- 
'  viour's  pure  and  spotless  mind  was  entirely  free  from  the  latter, 
as  we  see  by  the  prayer  he  taught  his  disciples,  and  by  his  whole 
conduct  Duppose  the  explanation  of  1  Cor.  xvi.  22  which  is 
adopted,  and  the  correctness  of  the  optative  reading  in  2  Tim. 
iv.  14,  we  cannot  identify  the  spirit  of  the  gospel  or  the  love  of 
enemies  enjoined  by  Christ,  with  the  occasional  utterances  of 
any  Christian  whether  he  be  an  apostle  or  no.  The  individuality 
of  inspired  persons  is  not  destroyed  by  their  inspiration.  But 
indeed  there  is  no  vindictiveness  in  the  expressions  of  Paul 
comparable  to  those  we  have  quoted.  Lachmann  and  Griesbach 
read  the  future  in  2  Tim.  iv.  14  and  1  Cor.  xvi.  22 ;  the  wish 
expressed  ''let  him  be  anathema-maranatha "  is  not  to  be 
pressed  as  if  it  were  anything  more  than  a  strong  expression  of 
nia  own  love  to  Christ,  impatient  that  others  should  not  equally 
lovehim.  .  . 

The  highly  poetical  language  in  Bev.  vi.  10  should  not  be 
brought  into  comparison  with  the  imprecations  before  us.     The 

>  By  a  writer  in  Eitto's  Cydopsdia,  who  adopts  it    See  the  original  artiole  in  the 
Bibliotheoa  Sacra  for  1844,  p.  97,  et  aeqq. 
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Apocalyptist  intended  to  set  fortli  the  idea  that  the  guilt  of 
those  who  persecute  the  saints  is  very  great.  It  would  almost 
seem  as  if  the  happiness  of  the  martyrs'  spirits  were  incomplete 
till  they  see  their  desire  on  their  enemies.  The  mode  of  ex- 
pressing the  idea  is  a  mere  symbol.  The  writer  represents  the  slain 
as  crying  for  vengeance,  in  order  to  set  forth  the  enormity  of 
the  guilt  incurred  hy  their  murderers.  The  contrast  heightens 
the  picture.  The  language  is  peculiar  and  unique^  unlike  that 
of  the  Psalmists. 

The  hypothesis  is  untenahle,  hecause  unsupport^  by  the 
New  Testament  analogies  adduced  for  its  support.  The  essence 
of  Christianity  is,  "  Do  unto  others  as  you  would  wish  them  to 
do  unto  you."  "  Love  your  enemies,  pray  for  them  which  des- 
pitefully  use  you  and  persecute  you."  Nor  are  Hengstenberg's 
additional  analogies  any  better.  The  woe  pronounced  upon 
Ghorazin,  Bethsaida^  and  Capernaum  (Matt.  xi.  20,  etc.) ; 
the  woes  uttered  against  the  Pharisees  (Matt,  xxiii.) ;  the 
words  of  Peter  to  Simon  Magus,  "thy  money  perish  with  thee" 
(Acts  viii.  20) ;  and  Paul's  exclamation  to  the  high-priest, 
"God  shall  smite  thee,  thou  whited  wall"  (Acts  xxiii.  3),  ate 
not  proper  analogies.  They  are  neither  prayers  for  vengeance, 
nor  ill- wishes.     They  are  simple  declarations. 

In  explaining  the  imprecations  before  us  we  should  recollect. 
First,  That  they  are  clothed  in  the  language  of  poetry.  They 
may  therefore  have  received  something  of  their  form  from  the 
desire  of  poetic  effect.  They  belong  to  the  impassioned,  exag-* 
gerated,  diction  of  poetry,  which  bodies  forth  conceptions  with 
vehemence  and  rhetorical  elevation.  These  remarks  apply  par- 
ticularly to  the  109th  psalm,  where  the  writer  heaps  up  words 
in  excess,  in  imitation  of  prior  authors,  apparently  without 
attaching  much  meaning  to  them,  or  throwing  real  feeling  into 
their  nature.  The  accumulation  bears  an  artificial  character 
which  betrays  the  lateness  of  the  writer. 

Secondly.  After  an  attentive  examination,  we  cannot  find  any 
fifood  evidence  for  assigning  the  authorship  to  David.  Delitzsch 
m  attributing  the  109th  to  him,  simply  asserts  the  thingi^  In 
our  opinion  the  best  critics  coincide ;  Ewald,  De  Wette,  Hitzig, 
Hupfeld,  Olshausen.  It  is  less  likely,  therefore,  that  they  were 
composed  in  a  state  of  war — a  crisis  in  which  prayer  for  the 
destruction  of  enemies  might  be  deemed  equivalent  to  prayer 
for  preservation  and  success ;  for  harshness  is  common  to  war- 
fare. War  does  not  alter  the  relations  of  right  and  wrong. 
Holding  then,  as  we  do,  the  irreligious  character  of  these 
prayers  and  wishes  against  enemies,  we  do  not  approve  of  their 

i  Commentar,  yoI.  ii.  p.  130. 
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106  either  in  war  or  peace.     They  are  evidently  improper  in  the 
case  of  private  christians  with  respect  to  personal  enemies. 

On  tiie  whole,  extenuate  such  language  as  we  may,  the 
precepts  and  spirit  of  Christ  repudiate  such  imprecations  of 
enemies,  be  they  private  or  public  ones.  A  simple  reader  of 
the  Bible  sees  in  tnem  some  ebullition  of  natural  and  imsancti- 
fied  feeling  which  Judaism  itself  was  meant  to  subdue,  but  often 
failed  to  accomplish  because  of  its  outward  character.  Nor  is  it 
strange  that  persons  whose  conduct  was  not  uniformly  correct, 
should  have  occasionally  uttered  language  of  corresponding 
character.  It  is  quite  conceivable  that  under  circumstances  of 
exasperation  and  ingratitude,  holy  men  should  sometimes  ex- 
press personal  feelings  inconsistent  with  their  prevailing  temper 
and  the  spirit  of  true  religion.  "  If  now,"  says  Tholuck,  '*  the 
question  be  proposed,  whether  we  are  necessarily  led  to  adopt 
the  conclusion  that  the  unholy  fire  of  personal  anger  never  in 
any  case  mingled  with  the  fire  of  the  Psalmist,  in  itself  holy, 
we  dare  not  assert  this  even  of  the  holy  apostles.  Whether 
the  wrath  be  such,  in  excited  speech,  as  is  not  right  before 
God,  or  such  as  that  with  which  even  Christ  kindled,  may 
be  commonly  perceived  from  the  nature  of  it,  viz.,  when  satis- 
faction with  the  idea  of  even  daring  to  be  an  instrument  of 
the  divine  retribution  is  visible ;  or  when  special  kinds  of  re- 
tribution are  prayed  for  with  evident  satisfaction ;  or  when  it  is 
perceptible  that  -the  representation  of  them  is  joined  with  de- 
light on  the  part  of  the  speaker,  etc.  In  Psalms  cix.  and  lix. 
particularly  many  expressions  have  a  passionate  character.  In 
like  manner  cxljx.  7,  8;  cxxxvii.  8,  9  ;  Iviii.  11 ;  xli.  11,  may 
have  arisen  from  similar  feeling.  About  others,  individual 
feeling  will  decide  differently.'^^  This  is  calmly  and  judiciously 
stated. 

On  the  other  hand,  Hengstenberg  affirms  that  the  position 
assigned  by  our  Lord  and  his  apostles  to  the  Psalms  refutes 
the  idea,  that  the  unholy  fire  of  personal  irritation  mingles 
with  the  holy  fire  of  the  Psalmists.  They  are  treated  as  a 
portion  of  tne  Word  of  God;  and  it  is  precisely  the  most 
severe  of  the  so-called  vindictive  psalms  which  are  applied  to 
Christ  and  considered  as  spoken  by  him,  and  theretore  pro- 
nounced worthy  of  him  (xli. ;  Ixix. ;  cix.).^  Let  us  examine 
these  statements : 

Our  Lord  and  his  apostles  recognised  the  book  of  Psalms  as  a 

Sortion  of  the  Scriptures  in  which  the  Word  of  God  is  un- 
oubtedly  contained.    But  we  nowhere  find  them  sanctioning 
the  idea  that  all  the  psalms,  with  every  verse  in  them,  are  the 

^  XTebenetzimg  imd  Amleguii^  der  Psalmen,  pp.  Iziii.,  bay. 
1  Commeatary  tranilated,  toI.  liL  p.  Ixxiii. 
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Word  of  God.  Thus  two  tliings  are  66iif6tiild6d ;  the  Scripture, 
and  the  Word  of  Ood. 

Again,  we  deny  the  truth  of  the  assertion  that  the  Ylndidive 
psalms  are  regarded  as  spoken  bj  Christ  and  therefore  worthjr 
of  him.  The  words  of  the  forty-first  psalm,  "  Tea,  mine  own 
familiar  friend,  in  whom  I  trusted,  hath  lifted  up  his  heel 
against  me,'*  are  quoted  in  John's  Gospel  (xiii.  18)  and  there 
applied  by  our  Lord  to  himself  and  Judas,  by  accommodation. 
This  circumstance,  however,  does  not  prove  the  Messianic  nature 
of  the  psalm  generally,  whose  direct  and  exclusively  Messianie 
interpretation  is  abandoned  by  Hengstenberg  himself.  David, 
aocoitling  to  him,  speaks  as  the  representative  of  the  whole  class 
of  righteous  sufferers,  to  which  class  Christ  belongs,  as  its  most 
illustrious  member.  We  believe  that  the  ode  refers  to  a 
righteous  sufferer  who  complains  of  the  cruelty  of  cunning 
enemies  and  false  friends;  and  prays  for  help  together  with 
restoration.  It  is  by  no  means  certain  that  David  was  the 
writer.  De  Wette  and  Ewald  think  he  was  not.  Even  if  he 
were,  it  is  psychologically  impossible  that  he  personates  another. 
The  contents  do  not  correspond  to  Christ,  for  we  read,  "  heal 
my  soul,  for  I  have  sinned  against  thee*'  (verse  4)  ;  and  "raise 
me  up  that  I  may  requite  them"  (verse  10).  Such  language  is 
obviously  inapplicable  to  the  pure  and  perfect  Jesus. 

From  the  sixty-ninth  psalm  are  cited,  "  for  the  zeal  of  thine 
house  hath  eaten  me  up ;  and  the  reproaches  of  them  that  re* 

S reached  thee  are  fallen  upon  me,"  in  John  ii.  17  ;  **  they  that 
ate  me  without  a  cause  are  more  than  the  hairs  of  mine  head'* 
in  John  xv.  25  ;  "  they  gave  me  also  gall  for  my  meat,  and  in 
my  thirst  they  gave  me  vinegar  to  drink,"  in  John  xix.  29; 
"  Let  their  habitation  be  desolate  and  let  none  dwell  in  their 
tents"  in  Acts  i.  20 ;  all  applied  to  Christ.  The  psalm  is 
not  David's.  Some  righteous  sufferer  living  in  the  time  of  the 
Babylonish  captivity  speaks.  It  is  not  Messianic.  The  pas- 
sages quoted  are  accommodated  to  the  Messiah.  The  fifth  verse 
makes  a  confession  of  foolishness  and  sin,  shewing  that  there 
is  no  reference  to  Christ.  And  it  is  inconsistent  with  his 
disposition  that  he  should  utter  the  wish  in  the  twenty-fifth 
verse,  which  Peter  applies  to  the  case  of  Judas. 

From  the  109th  psalm,  part  of  the  eighth  verse  is  quoted  by 
the  apostle  Peter  and  applied  to  the  case  of  Judas  (Acts  i.  20). 
But  all  that  the  citation  implies  is,  that  the  words  suit  the  situa- 
Hon  of  the  traitor.  They  are  accommodated  to  him.  The  psalm 
was  not  written  by  David.  It  is  not  Messianic.  The  Saviour 
is  not  the  speaker  in  it.  How  could  Jesus  utter  such  curses  F 
It  is  blasphemy  to  say  so. 
These  remarks  will  enable  the  reader  to  see  that  He&gsten- 
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berg*0  anertioii  of  tlie  so-called  TindictiTe  peiftlms  being  oon- 
ndered  as  spoken  bj  Christy  is  baseless.  In  no  instance  does  hs 
ntter  the  words  of  the  three  psalms  in  question,  nor  indeed  of 
any  other.    He  is  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  the  speaker. 

It  is  equally  erroneous  in  the  same  critic  to  say,  that  "  in  the 
psalms  we  have  before  us  not  the  aimless  and  inconsiderate 
expression  of  subjective  feelings,  but  they  were  from  the  first 
destined  for  use  in  the  sanctuary ;  and  the  sacred  authors  come 
fortii  under  the  full  consciousness  of  being  interpreters  of  the 
spiritual  feelings  of  the  community,  organs  of  God  for  the  en- 
nobling of  their  feeling  They  give  back  what  in  the  holiest 
and  purest  hours  of  their  life  had  been  given  to  them.'^  This  is 
mere  assumption.  Where  is  the  evidence  that  the  psalmists 
come  forth  imder  the  full  consciousness  of  being  organs  of  God  f 
Does  he  who  wrote,  "  preserve  my  soul,  for  I  am  holy  P  "  Or 
does  the  author  of,  '*  The  Lord  rewarded  me  according  to  my 
righteousness ;  according  to  the  cleanness  of  my  hands  hath  he 
recompensed  me :  for  I  have  kept  the  ways  of  the  Lord,  and 
have  not  wickedly  departed  from  my  God :  for  all  his  judgments 
were  before  me,  and  I  did  not  put  away  his  statutes  from  me : 
I  was  alBo  upright  before  him,  and  I  kept  myself  from  mine 
iniquity.  Therefore  hath  the  Lord  recompenseid  me  according 
to  my  righteousness,  according  to  the  cleanness  of  my  hands  in 
his  eyesight  P '' — does  either  of  these  writers  stand  forth  in  the 
consciousness  of  being  an  organ  of  God  for  ennobling  the  feeU 
ings  of  the  community  P  Surely  not.  The  man  who  prayed 
asainst  another,  "  let  his  children  be  fatherless,  and  his  wife  a 
widow ; "  was  he  an  organ  of  God  in  uttering  such  an  impreca- 
tion P  The  psalmist  who  says  of  Babylon,  "  happy  shall  he  be 
that  taketh  and  dasheth  thy  little  ones  against  the  stones ;"  did 
he  ennoble  the  feelings  of  the  community  P  Kather  did  he 
debase  them  bv  such  an  utterance.  We  do  not  believe,  more- 
over, that  all  the  psalms  were  originally  destined  for  use  in  the 
sanctuary.  The  five  books  arose  out  of  private  collections,  prov- 
ing the  contrary. 

The  system  of  morality  which  allowed  of  these  maledictions 
was  incomplete.  It  was  in  harmony  with  the  entire  character 
of  the  Jewish  system  —  a  system  adapted  to  a  low  state  of 
spiritual  culture.  The  expressions  in  question  cannot  be  agree- 
able to  the  divine  will.  If  the  command  of  the  Saviour  to  love 
and  pray  for  enemies,  as  well  as  his  lofty  example,  be  right  and 
proper,  the  expressions  in  question  cannot  be  agreeable  to  the 
divine  wilL  These  Jewish  writers  had  not  learned  forgiveness 
of  enemies  as  Jesus  taught  it.  His  lesson  to  forgive,  as  sinners 
hope  to  be  forgiven,  is  not  exemplified  by  them.  Revenge  was 
not  condemned  by  the  semi-barbarous  spirit  of  antiquity.    It 
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arose  out  of  that  spirit.  But  universal  love  and  forgiveness  of 
injuries  are  opposed  to  it.  If  inspiration  does  not  exclude  in- 
dividuality, or  suppress  the  exercise  of  the  human  faculties,  a 
revengeful  sentiment  may  be  uttered  by  one  inspired.  Inspira- 
tion has  degrees.  Hence  it  necessarily  partakes  of  incomplete- 
ness. And  because  inspired  men  are  not  made  perfectly  holy 
and  pure,  either  in  thought  or  deed — ^because  they  are  still  men 
and  not  Ood,  they  maf/  and  do  express  \?hat  is  imperfect  as  well 
as  incomplete.  The  curses  in  question  are  opposed  to  the  com- 
mand of  the  Saviour,  if  language  have  any  natural  meaning. 
Many  persons  do  not  distinguish  between  the  di\dne  Spirit  as 
He  is  in  himself^  omniscient,  infinite,  perfectly  holy,  and  as  he  is 
in  his  operation  upon  men.  In  the  latter  case,  he  does  not  appear 
in  his  pure  divinity,  but  unites  with  the  human  spirit,  pene- 
trating and  enlightening  it.  He  does  not  abide,  so  to  speak,  by 
the  side  of  the  human  spirit,  in  his  independent  existence,  and 
influence  it  thence ;  so  that  a  twofold  consciousness  arises,  viz., 
that  of  the  divine,  and  that  of  the  human  spirit.  Both  mingle 
together  in  one  consciousness.  Accordingly  the  ideas,  feelings, 
and  words  are  an  emanation,  not  of  the  Holy  Spirit  as  he 
is  in  himself,  but  indirectly.  Or  rather,  they  are  the  product 
of  minds  pervaded  and  enlightened,  in  a  certain  degree,  by  the 
spirit  of  God.  They  are  the  expression  of  the  God-conscious- 
ness in  man,  developed  according  to  the  age  and  circumstances 
of  the  writers.^  Even  in  the  prophets,  who  refer  expressly  to 
the  word  of  the  Lord,  and  represent  themselves  as  interpreters  of 
the  divine  will,  the  personal  and  individual  BL^jpeoTQ ;  much  more 
does  it  appear  in  the  psalmists,  who  bore  no  public,  official 
character.  Had  the  souls  of  the  writers  been  purified  from 
epery  human  passion  and  feeling,  the  Holy  Spirit  must  have 
lifted  them  up  out  of  humanity  to  make  them  more  than 
men — an  idea  which  their  own  language  contradicts.  By 
their  u^ords  we  must  be  guided.  The  truth-loving  reader  must 
take  the  utterances  as  t/iej/  are,  not  as  men  twist  them  for  the 
sake  of  a  theory.  His  leading  principle  is  historical  interpreta- 
tion, which  he  follows  out  honestly  and  consistently  to  its  legi- 
timate conclusions. 

If  these  observations  be  correct,  Hengstenberg's  view  of  the 
Old  Testament-teaching,  respecting  the  spirit  of  love,  is  incor- 
rect. He  argues  that  the  spirit  of  placability  was  as  prevalent 
and  powerful  under  the  Old  as  under  the  Kew  Dispensation. 
What  are  his  proofs  P  they  are  these :  the  emphatic  declarations 
of  the  law  against  revenge  (Lev.  xix.  18 ;  Ex.  xxiii.  4,  5).     The 

^  See  De  Wette's  Ueber  die  erbauliche  Erklarang  der  Psalmen,  p.  11  et  seqq.  and 
Bleek,  Ueber  die  Stellung  dor  Apokryphen,  leprintM  firom  the  Stadien  nnd  Kntiken, 
pp.  46,  47. 
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strongest  and  most  numerous  passages  against  revenge  are  to  be 
found  in  the  Old  Testament ;  and  Paul  borrows  the  words  of  the 
Old  in  Eom.  xii.  19^  20 :  compare  also  the  following,  Prov. 
XXV.  21,  XX.  22,  xxiv.  17,  xviii.  29 ;  Job  xxxi.  These  proofs 
are  overbalanced  by  others  weightier  and  more  numerous  in  the 
Old  Testament,  as  Ps.  xviii.  37-43,  liv.  6,  xcii.  11,  xciv.  2, 
cxxxvii.  8 ;  Jer.  xi.  20,  xv.  16,  xx.  12,  1.  15 ;  Lam.  L  21-22, 
iii.  64.  The  very  nature  of  Judaism — an  incomplete,  local, 
limited  dispensation — ^led  the  Israelites  to  entertain  feelings 
towards  others  which  were  alien  to  the  genius  of  Christianity. 
The  severe  laws  against  the  seven  nations  inhabiting  Judea  had 
an  indirect  tendency  to  make  the  Jews  hate  all  their  enemies. 
They  thought  it  riffht  to  look  upon  all  who  were  not  of  them- 
selves as  outcasts  from  the  favour  of  Jehovah.  Becaiase  they 
were  commanded  to  love  their  neighbour,  i.e.,  a  brother  Jew 
(Lev.  xix.  18),  they  inferred  that  the  reverse  should  also  be 
practised,  Thau  shall  hate  thine  enemy.  They  were  commanded 
to  have  no  intercourse  with  the  heathen.  Hence  their  narrow 
prejudices,  their  haughty  bearing,  their  hostility  to  all  who 
were  not  of  their  nation.  The  passages  which  speak  against 
revenge  in  the  Old  Testament  relate  for  the  most  part  to  the 
intercourse  of  Jew  with  Jew  ;  while  similar  passages  in  the 
New  breathe  expansive  benevolence  towards  aU  peoples.  The 
Jewish  religion  was  one  of  particularism.  It  was  unfavourable 
to  the  exercise  of  love  to  all  mankind — especially  to  heathen 
enemies. 

The  error  of  those  who  try  to  put  the  Old  Testament  on  the 
same  level  as  the  New  in  relation  to  its  spirit,  seems  to  arise 
from  inadequate  ideas  of  what  a  retelatwn  is.  They  look  upon 
it  as  something  coming  directly  from  God — doctrines,  prec^yts, 
and  laws  emanating  immediately  from  the  infinitely  holy  One« 
This  is  a  mistake.  The  Old  Testament  dispensation  is  divine 
because  it  is  human-^the  expression  of  human  consciousness 
inspired  by  the  divine  according  to  the  stage  te  which  humanity, 
or  the  best  portion  of  it,  had  advanced  at  the  time. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  God  tolerated  revenge  in  certain  cases 
under  the  Old  Testament  as,  ''  an  e^e  for  an  eye,  and  a  tooth  for 
a  tooth"  (Ex.  xxi.  24).  The  relations  of  a  man  who  had  been 
killed  might  also  take  vengeance  on  the  murderer  (Num.  zxxv. 
16-18).  These  things,  however,  are  absolutely  forbidden  under 
the  New  Testament.  Where  is  there  a  command  in  aU  the 
Jewish  Scriptures  like  that  which  shines  forth  in  the  beauty 
and  glory  oi  Him  who  ffave  it,  ''  Loye  your  enemies,  bless  them 
that  curse  you,  do  good  to  them  that  hate  you,  and  prav  for 
them  which  despitendly  use  you  and  persecute  you  (Matt. 
V.  44)  P 
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^'Some  of  tliem  (the  psalms)/'  saysiDr.  Isaac  Watts,  '^are 
almost  opposite  to  the  spirit  of  the  Gospel;  many  of  them 
foreign  to  the  state  of  the  New  Testament,  and  widely  different 
from  the  present  circumstances  of  Christians.  Hence  it  comes 
to  pass  that  when  spiritual  affections  are  excited  within  us,  and 
our  souls  are  raised  a  little  above  this  earth  in  the  beginning  of 
a  psalm,  we  are  checked  on  a  sudden  in  our  ascent  toward 
heaven,  by  some  expressions  that  are  most  suited  to  the  days  of 
carnal  ordinances,  and  fit  only  to  be  sung  in  the  tmrldly  sane- 
iuary While  we  are  kindling  into  divine  love  by  the  medi- 
tations of  tJie  lofdng-kindneas  of  Ood  and  the  multitude  of  his  tender 
mercies,  within  a  few  verses  some  dreadful  curse  against  man  is 
proposed  to  our  lips;  that  Ood  tcould  add  iniquity  unto  their 
iniquity,  nor  let  them  come  into  his  righteousness,  but  blot  them  out 
of  the  book  of  the  living  (Ps.  Ixix.  26-28),  which  is  so  contrary  to 
the  new  commandment  of  loving  our  enemies;  and  even  under 
the  Old  Testament,  is  best  accounted  for  by  referring  it  to  the 
spirit  of  prophetical  vengeance."^  "  Ps.  Ixix.  8,  and  cix.  are  so 
full  of  cursings,"  says  the  same  writer,  "that  they  hardly 
become  a  follower  of  the  blessed  Jesus,  who,  dying,  prayed  for 
his  enemies.  Father  forgive  them,  for  they  know  not  what  they 
do."*  Baxter  employs  language  still  more  explicit — "David 
fills  most  of  his  psalms  with  such  complaints  of  his  enemies,  and 
curses  against  them,  as  shew  a  far  greater  sense  of  the  sufferings 
of  the  flesh  and  the  concerns  of  this  life  than  Peter  and  Paul 
shewed,  who  suffered  far  more,  and  for  a  holier  cause,  and 
rejoiced  in  tribulation,  and  than  is  suitable  either  to  the  precepts 
or  example  of  Christ"^  It  would  be  well  for  persons  who  are 
fond  of  claiming  kindred  with  the  Puritans,  and  of  calling 
themselves  Nonconformists,  if  they  had  the  sense  and  liberality 
of  Baxter.  "  How  far  it  may  be  proper,"  says  Dr.  Durell, 
"  to  continue  the  reading  of  these  psalms  in  the  daily  service 
of  our  church,  I  leave  to  the  consideration  of  the  legislature 
to  determine.  A  Christian  of  erudition  may  consider  those 
imprecations  only  as  the  natural  sentiments  of  Jews,  which 
the  benign  religion  he  professes  abhors  and  condemns ;  but 
what  are  the  illiterate  to  do,  who  know  not  where  to  draw  the 
line  between  the  law  and  the  gospel?  They  hear  both  read, 
one  after  the  other  ;  and  I  fear  too  often  think  them  both  of 
equal  obligation;  and  even  take  shelter  under  Scripture  to 
cover  their  curses.  Though  I  am  conscious  I  here  tread  upon 
slippery  ground,  I  will  take  leave  to  hint,  that,  notwithstanding 
the  high  antiqtdty  that  sanctifies  as  it  were  this  practice,  it 

'  Preface  to  HynmB  and  Spiritual  Songs. 
*  '  Eaiwj  toward  the  improvement  of  Psalmody. 
*  Paraphrase  of  the  New  Testament,  Pre£ace. 
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wotildy  in  tlie  opinion  of  a  number  of  wise  and  good  men,  bo 
more  for  the  credit  of  the  Christian  church  to  omit  a  few  of 
those  psahns,  and  to  substitute  some  parts  of  the  gospel  in  their 
9tead.^  "  It  is  not  David's  fault,*'  says  Munk,*  "  if  his  very 
songs  of  war  have  become  songs  of  the  church.  It  is  the  fault 
of  those  who  think  it  a  part  of  religion  to  uphold  the  infalli- 
bility of  Hebrew  records  and  the  adaptation  of  all  their  con- 
tents to  edify  Christians." 

In  connexion  with  the  ethics  of  the  psalter  it  should  also  be 
noticed,  that  the  writers  sometimes  express  too  great  confidence  in 
their  moral  rectitude.  A  pride  of  self-righteousness  is  occasionally 
observable  when  they  speak  of  themselves.  This  shews  that 
they  had  neither  adequate  conceptions  of  sin,  nor  of  themselves 
as  related  to  God.  Thus  we  read :  ''  thou  hast  proved  mine 
heart ;  thou  hast  visited  me  in  the  night :  thou  hast  tried  me 
and  shalt  find  nothing ;  I  am  purposed  that  my  mouth  shall  not 
transgress  "  (xvii.  3).  The  poet  in  this  passage  fears  no  search- 
ing of  the  Tri^  of  reins  and  heart,  because  he  is  conscious  of 
his  innocence.  "  Judge  me,  O  Lord ;  for  I  have  walked  in  mine 
integrity :  I  have  trusted  also  in  the  Lord ;  therefore  I  shall  not 
slide.  Examine  me,  0  Lord,  and  prove  me ;  trv  my  reins  and 
my  heart.  For  thy  loving-kindness  is  before  mme  eyes :  and  I 
have  walked  in  thy  truth.  I  have  not  sat  with  vain  persons, 
neither  will  I  go  in  with  dissemblers.  I  have  hated  the  con- 
gregation of  evil-doers;  and  will  not  sit  with  the  wicked.  I 
will  wash  mine  hands  in  innocency :  so  wiU  I  compass  thine 
altar,  O  Lord :  that  I  may  publish  with  the  voice  o(  thanks- 
giving, and  tell  of  all  thy  wondrous  works'*  (xxvi.  1-7),  "  Our 
heart  is  not  turned  back,  neither  have  our  steps  declined  from 
thy  way"  (xliv.  18).  "  I  will  behave  myself  wisely  in  a  perfect 
way.  O  when  wilt  thou  come  unto  me.  I  will  wsdk  within  my 
house  with  a  perfect  heart"  (ci.  2).  "I  have  remembered  thy 
name,  O  Lord,  in  the  night,  and  have  kept  thy  law.  This  I 
had,  because  I  kept  thy  precepts"  (cxix.  55-56).  "  I  understand 
more  than  the  ancients,  because  I  keep  thy  precepts.  I  have 
refrained  my  feet  from  every  evil  way,  that  I  might  keep  thy 
word.  I  have  not  departed  from  thy  iudgmentsy"  etc.  (cxix. 
100-102).  I  have  sworn  and  I  will  perform  it,  that  I  will  keep 
thy  righteous  judgments  "  (cxix.  106)."  *'  I  have  inclined  mine 
heart  to  perform  thy  statutes  alway,  even  unto  the  end"  (cxix. 
112).  "  I  have  kept  thy  precepts  and  thy  testimonies :  for  all 
my  ways  are  before  thee"  (cxix.  168).  "  Search  me,  0  God,  and 
know  my  heart,  try  me  and  know  my  thoughts :  and  see  if  there 
he  any  wicked  way  in  me,"  etc.  etc.  (cxxxix.  23).     "  Preserve 

^  Critical  remarks  on  the  books  of  Job,  Frorerbs,  PBalnu,  Eocledastes,  and  Can- 
ticles, p.  180.  I  Palestine,  p.  2S4. 
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my  Qovly  for  I  am  fivly^*  (Ixxxvi.  2).  Here  the  poet^s  holiness  is 
adduced  as  au  argument  to  move  God  to  hear  his  prayers.  Even 
Delitzsch  admits  in  this  last  passage,  that  the  pious  petitioner 
asks  the  help  of  God  ''not  merely  because  he  needs  it,  but 
because  he  is  united  to  Him  in  trustingness  of  spirit,  and  there" 
fore  not  undeserving  of  aid"  ^ 

Judaical  Christianity  has  still  a  strong  hold  on  many.  Our 
popular  theology  is  largely  imbued  with  it.  Many  persons,  in  a 
half-unconscious  way,  place  the  Old  Testament  on  the  same  level 
with  the  New,  and  try  all  possible  methods  of  harmonising  some 
sentiments  in  both  which  are  plainly  different.  They  are  de- 
sirous to  uphold  the  ethics  of  the  one  as  if  they  were  equal  in 
purity  to  those  of  the  other.  Ignorant  that  the  one  occupies  a 
certain  stage  in  the  development  of  man's  ideas  respecting  God 
and  of  Gc^'s  communications  to  man,  they  transier  it  to  the 
place  and  time  of  the  later  dispensation  by  attaching  equal 
weight  to  its  contents.  This  is  doing  grievous  injustice  to 
Ghnstianity — ^withholding  from  it  its  due  platform  of  elevation. 
Judaism  wL  an  iucompfete  system,  preiirator,  to  something 
better.  And  not  only  was  it  incomplete  but  imperfect.  In 
sa}dng  this  we  do  not  convey  the  impression  that  it  is  useless 
now.  It  is  still  profitable  to  Christians — conducive  to  their  in- 
struction and  admonition  because  of  the  historical  ground  it 
gives  to  piety  in  aU  situations  of  life.  As  it  supplied  an  indis- 
pensable basis  for  the  Kew  Testament,  there  is  an  essential 
element  of  union  between  them.  The  Old  is  to  the  New  as  the 
bud  to  the  flower.  Christ  himself  is  in  the  Old  inasmuch  as 
it  exhibits  general  truths  on  which  he  based  his  doctrine,  as 
well  as  prophecies  and  types  of  him.  Yet  the  old  includes  views, 
feelings,  strivings,  that  either  fall  short  of,  or  are  adverse  to,  the 
New.  Hebraism  exhibits  the  particular  and  the  universal.  The 
latter  alone  has  relation  to  the  edification  of  Christians.  Those 
who  have  studied  its  nature  are  aware  that  it  contains  not  merely 
the  revelation  which  Moses  communicated  to  his  generation — ^the 
conceptions  of  a  clear  God-consciousness  in  his  soul — ^but  the 
peculiar  which  evolves  itself  out  of  the  theocracy  and  goes 
beyond  it ;  such  as  the  doctrine  of  self-consecration  arising  out 
of  sacrifices,  and  the  Messianic  element,  whose  central  idea  is 
future  completeness.  Inspiration  was  not  possessed  by  the  men 
who  lived  under  Judaism  in  the  measure  enjoyed  by  the  New 
Testament  writers,  for  it  was  necessarily  moulded  by  the  stage 
of  advancement  to  which  their  age  had  attained.  Judaism 
echoed  in  part  the  spirit  of  that  age.  Hence  it  was  marked  with 
some  of  the  imperfections  adhering  to  the  sentiments  and  prac* 

I  Yol.  i  p.  647. 
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tioefl  of  the  time.  Human  infirmity  enters  very  perceptibly  into 
ity  though  the  basis  consists  of  a  lew  pure  and  glorious  truths, 
without  which  it  could  neither  be  a  proper  revelation  nor 
Christianity  itself  apprehended  and  experienced,  because  they 
are  the  substratum  of  all  that  is  distmctive  in  its  doctrines. 
The  gospel  of  Christ  is  the  Christian's  standard;  not  the  Old 
Testament  economy.  Tried  by  the  former,  the  latter  is  meagre 
and  unsatisfactory  as  an  ethical  and  religious  system.  Each, 
however,  has  the  marks  of  wise  adaptation  to  the  purposes  which 
the  great  Qod  intended  by  it.  In  the  development  and  restora- 
tion of  humanity  their  position  is  exactly  appropriate. 

XY.  How  THE  BOOK  SPEAXS  OF  SACRIFICE. — In  relation  to 
sacrifice,  the  book  of  Psalms  generally  speaks  of  it  as  something 
in  which  Qod  does  not  take  delight.  It  is  represented  as  an 
outward  shell  or  form  of  no  value.  Thus  we  read :  ''  Sacrifice 
and  offering  thou  didst  not  desire burnt-offering  and  sin- 
offering  hast  thou  not  required"  (xl.  6);  ^I  will  take  no 
bullock  out  of  thy  house,  nor  he  goats  out  of  thy  folds.  For 
every  beast  of  the  forest  is  mine,  and  the  cattle  upon  a  thousand 
hills.  I  know  all  the  fowls  of  the  mountains:  and  the  wild 
beasts  of  the  field  are  mine.  If  I  were  hungry  I  would  not  tell 
thee :  for  the  world  is  mine  and  the  fulness  thereof.  Will  I 
eat  the  flesh  of  bulls,  or  drink  the  blood  of  goats  P"  (1.  9-13). 
In  place  of  sacrifice  the  writers  put  contrition  of  hearty  prayer, 
thankfulness,  devotion  to  Jehovah  in  doing  his  will.  Hence 
sacrifice  is  not  viewed  as  a  tffpe,  in  relation  to  the  future  atone- 
ment of  Messiah ;  but  is  simply  a  symboL  It  is  considered 
ethically^  not  in  connection  with  the  plan  of  salvation  by 
Jesus  Christ.  It  is  a  gift  to  God  without  being  presented  as 
propitiatory ;  the  outfcard  symbol  of  moral  qualities  in  the  person 
who  offers  it.  Thus  the  Psalms  get  beyond  the  narrower  limits 
of  the  Mosaic  ritual,  and  overleap  'Hhe  rudiments  of  the  world" 
bv  holdine  forth  the  characteristic  emotions  as  far  more  pre- 
cious in  xne  sight  of  Gtoi  than  outward  ceremonies  and  bloody 
offerings. 

Hofmann  himself  admits,  that  the  sufferings  of  Christ  are  not 
predicted  in  the  Old  Testament  till  the  latter  part  of  Isaiah,  in 
which  the  servant  of  Chd  is  described.  He  abandons  Gen.  iii. 
16 ;  Is.  vii.  15 ;  xi.  1 ;  Ps.  xxii.  and  Ixix. ;  Amos  ix.  11 ;  Zech. 
ix.  9.  Well  may  he  do  so,  for  criticism  shews  their  unsuitable- 
ness  to  the  sufferings  and  self-sacrifice  of  Jesus.^ 

XVI.  The  foetry  often  converted  into  frose. — ^A  very 
common  mistake  consists  in  understanding  the  poetrv  of  the 
Psalms  as  prose;  by  which  means  doctrines  are  evolved  and 

1  Ber  Schriftbeweis,  toI.  ii,  sweite  Abtheiluni;,  p.  187«t  seq<i. 
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sentiments  inculcated  that  were  never  intended  by  the  writers. 
The  language  of  poetry,  and  especially  of  oriental  poetry,  is 
highly  coloured,  hyperbolical,  exaggerated.  The  figures  are 
bold  and  daring,  i^assion  and  feeling  predominate.  In  the 
Psalms  pre-eminently,  we  see  the  theology  of  the  feelings  rather 
than  of  the  intellect.  Logic  is  out  of  place  there.  Dogma 
cannot  be  established  on  such  a  basis ;  nor  was  it  ever  meant  to 
be  so.  When  the  feelings  of  the  poet  are  highly  excited,  he 
expresses  himself  in  language  of  corresponding  strength  and 
intensity,  not  in  measured  terms.  Obejdng  the  impulses  of  his 
imagination,  he  bodies  forth  his  conceptions  in  hyperbolical 
strams.  Aspirations  and  hopes  are  expressed,  which  are  only 
the  vague  longings  of  a  spirit  reaching  forward  to  a  definite  and 
desirable  consummation.  The  same  remark  naturally  applies  to 
the  prophets ;  especially  when  we  consider  it  probable  that  pro- 
phets wrote  various  psalms,  as  well  as  the  writings  that  bear 
their  name.  The  figures  and  fictions  of  poetry  must  not  be 
judged  by  the  rules  of  dogmatic  theologians  intent  on  their 
system  of  divinity  rather  than  the  natural  uttoranoes  of  Hebrew 
bards.  Hence  the  attempts  of  theologians  to  shew  what  they 
call  "  the  missionary  spirit "  of  the  psalms  and  prophets,  is  fu- 
tile. It  is  contrary  to  their  genius  to  metamorphose  ideal  hopes 
uttered  from  the  fullness  of  a  spiritual  mind,  into  fioned  beliefs. 
They  should  be  left  in  the  shadowy  region  to  which  they  belong 
— ^in  the  domain  of  imagination,  feeling,  hope,  longing,  where  is 
their  true  home.  As  an  example  of  this,  take  the  woixls  of  the 
Psalmist,  "  Behold  I  was  shapen  in  iniquity  and  in  sin  did  my 
mother  conceive  me,"  words  which  have  been  converted  into  a 
loma  classicus  in  reference  to  the  doctrine  of  original  sin ;  whereas 
they  are  nothing  more  than  a  hyperbolical  expression  of  the 
author's  feelings  respecting  his  sinfulness.  Literal  prose  they 
are  not;  nor  should  they  be  converted  into  it.  They  are  an 
exaggerated  utterance  of  the  speaker,  intended  to  convey  a  very 
vivid  idea  of  his  moral  corruption.  Not  contented  witli  sapng 
that  the  seeds  of  sin  were  in  his  nature  from  a  very  early  period 
or  from  birth,  he  goes  farther  back  and  affirms  that  his  mother 
conceived  him  in  sin !  To  take  such  language  otherwise  than 
the  theology  of  feelings  strongly  excited — the  theology  of 
Oriental  poetry — ^is  to  misapprehend  it  most  grievously.  Yet 
the  manufacturers  of  theological  systems  mil  quote  it  as  the 
calm  dictum  of  David  speaking  by  an  infallible  and  verbal  in- 
spiration ! 

Similar  observations  apply  to  psalm  xiv.  1-3. 

The  fool  hath  said  in  his  heart,  there  is  no  Gk>d ; 
They  are  corrupt,  they  hare  done  abominable  works. 
There  ia  none  that  doeth  good. 
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The  Lord  looked  down  from  beaven  upon  the  children  of  men, 
To  see  if  there  were  any  that  did  understand  and  seek  God. 
They  are  all  gone  aside,  they  are  all  together  become  filthy ; 
There  is  none  that  doeth  good,  no,  not  one. 

Here  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the  psalmist  probably  lived 
during  the  exile,  as  the  last  verse  shews;  that  he  speaks  of 
his  contemporaries  and  the  oppressors  of  his  people ;  of  their 
actnal  sins,  not  of  original  corruption ;  of  a  class  of  men  who 
were  exceedingly  depraved  in  their  doings ;  that  the  phrase 
''children  of  men''  is  not  in  itself  a  designation  of  the  god- 
less contrasted  with  the  pious;  that  the  fool  (ver.  1)  is  an 
epithet  given  to  a  peculiar  class;  and  that  there  is  a  poetical 
hyperbole  in  the  third  verse,  the  expression  of  a  strong  feel- 
ing respecting  the  mass  being  morally  corrupt  (there  is  none 
that  doeth  good,  no,  not  one),  which  should  not  be  taken 
for  more  than  a  figure  of  rhetoric;  as  the  immediate  men- 
tion of  a  righteous  generation  and  the  poor  whose  refuge  is  the 
Lord,  sufficiently  shews.  The  poet  complains  to  God  of  the 
wickedness  of  the  men  of  his  time,  especially  His  people's 
oppressors.  All  appears  to  him  morally  corrupt.  He  repre- 
sents God  himself  as  surveying  with  judicial  eye  from  his 
heavenly  throne,  the  conduct  of  men  on  the  earth,  and  looking 
if  he  can  find  a  man  of  true  wisdom  and  piety,  but  without 
success.  He  has  a  certain  class  in  view,  persons  reckless  and 
tyrannical,  the  great  mass  of  his  contemporaries,  whose  actions 
are  strongly  characterised :  and  the  terms  applied  to  them  are 
extended  to  eveiy  individual,  as  if  there  were  not  a  single  per- 
son righteous.  In  this  melancholy  state  of  mind  he  specks  as  if 
not  one  were  pious,  an  exagQ;eration  which  is  immediately  dis- 
proved by  the  statements  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  verses.  This 
poetical  description,  and  its  hyperbolical  part  in  particular, 
dogmatic  theologians  have  improperly  used  as  proof  of  man's 
sinful  state  by  nature.  Such  is  not  its  primary  meaning. 
It  is  not  intended  to  set  forth  his  original  sin  ;  nor  does  it 
speak  of  such  sin.  The  apostle  Paul  himself  does  not  employ 
it  as  a  proof  qf  man^s  inherent  depravity,  but  historically,  as 
evidence  of  the  moral  corruption  prevailing  amonff  Jews  and 
Gentiles,  the  corruption  of  the  mass  of  both  classes  ;  and 
therefore  he  draws  the  general  conclusion  that  all  the  world 
is  guilty  before  God  (Bom.  iii.  10,  etc.).  Even  as  applied  by 
him,  its  object  is  not  to  evolve  the  doctrine  of  originsd 
sin  or  innate  depravity.  Here  then  is  another  example  of 
systematic  theologians  transforming  a  poetical  way  of  speaking 
into  a  dogma  with  which  it  has  no  direct  contact  according 
to  the  writer's  own  ideas.  The  inferences  of  divines  have 
done  great  injury  to  the  right  interpretation  of  the  Bible,  and 
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thrown  a  dark  veil  over  the  character  of  God  which  His  at- 
tributes reject.^ 

Again,  the  language  of  the  eighteenth  psalm  (8-20)  merely 
imphes  that  the  writer  describes  his  wonderful  deliverances  in 
the  strongest  poetical  figures.  He  does  not  use  the  form  of 
history,  but  figurative  language.  A  sublime  theophany  is  intro- 
duced for  this  purpose : 

Then  the  earth  shook  and  trembled^ 
The  foundations  also  of  the  hills  moyed 
And  were  shaken  because  he  was  wroth. 
There  went  np  a  smoke  out  of  his  nostrila, 
And  fire  out  of  his  mouth  deyoured  : 
Coals  were  kindled  by  it. 

He  bowed  the  heavens  also  and  came  down, 

And  darkness  was  under  his  feet. 

And  he  rode  upon  a  cherub  and  did  fly  ;^ 

Yea,  he  did  fly  upon  the  wings  of  the  wind. 

He  made  darkness  his  secret  place ; 

His  pavilion  round  about  him  were  dark  waters  and  thick  clouds  of  the  skies. 

At  the  brightness  that  was  before  him  his  thick  clouds  passed, 
Hailstones  and  coals  of  fir&r 

The  Lord  also  thundered  in  the  heavens, 
And  the  highest  gave  his  voice, 
Hailstones  and  coals  of  fire. 

Tea,  he  sent  out  hit  affows  and  scattered  them^ 

And  he  shot  out  lightnings  and  discomfited  them. 

Then  the  channels  of  waters  were  seen, 

And  the  foundations  of  the  world  were  discovered, 

At  thy  rebuke,  0  Lord, 

At  the  blast  of  the  breath  of  thy  nostrils. 

He  sent  from  above,  he  took  me, 

He  drew  me  out  of  many  waters, 

He  delivwed  me  from  my  strong  enemy, 

And  from  them  which  hated  me  for  they  were  too  strong  for  me. 

All  this  is  a  poetical  description  of  God's  intervention  as  a 
scene  presented  to  the  senses.  It  shoidd  not  therefore  be  inter- 
preted historically,  as  if  certain  phenomena  and  events  corres- 
ponded to  it  in  nature.  "We  do  not  know  if  there  were  any 
foundation  in  fact  for  the  description.  Probably  there  was  not, 
since  the  language  is  general.  It  should  not  be  supposed, 
therefore,  that  the  psalmist  intends  to  shew  that  God  aided  him 
and  the  Israelites  in  a  battle,  interposing  in  the  midst  of  a  tem- 
pest accompanied  by  thunder,  hail,  and  Ughtning. 

In  like  manner  various  psalms  (vi.,  xxii.,  xxx.,  xxxi.,  xxxviii.), 
represent  extreme  suffering  of  mind  or  anguish  of  spirit,  as 

^  See  Hupfeld's  Die  Fsalmen,  vol.  iii.  p.  1,  et  seqq. 
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bodily  sickness  or  disease.  The  Psalmists  do  not  there  describe 
disease  of  the  body,  as  if  they  were  sick  on  that  account ;  but 
internal  distress,  figuratively. 

The  hyperbolical  nature  of  the  language  employed  in  the 
Psalms,  and  the  absurdity  of  taking  it  for  proof  of  dogmas  is 
obvious  by  underst^mding  literally  such  sentences  as,  ''  so  foolish 
was  I  and  ignorant ;  a  beast  have  I  been  with  thee"  (Ps.  Ixxiii. 
22),  or,  "the  wicked  are  estranged  from  the  womb:  they  go 
astray  as  soon  as  they  be  bom,  speaking  lies"  (Iviii.  3)— exagge- 
rated modes  of  expression,  as  every  reader  at  once  perceives. 
Even  Alexander  admits  this. 

XVII.  Devotional  chakacieii  of  the  book. — The  book  of 
Psalms  is  admirably  fitted  to  cherish  devotional  feelings,  and 
has  been  used  for  such  purpose  in  aU  ages.  The  subjects  pre- 
sented are  manifold.  The  perfections  of  God,  His  constant 
care  over  all  His  creatures,  His  moral  government.  His  fatherly 
character,  His  holiness  and  glory.  His  afflictive  dispensations,  and 
all  the  moods  of  the  spiritual  mind,  are  described  with  more 
or  less  fullness.  The  writers  seem  to  have  passed  through  every 
variety  of  religious  experience ;  so  that  the  expression  of  their 
feelinffs  corresponds  to  that  of  the  devout  heart  everywhere. 
The  phases  of  spiritual  life  appear  in  this  treasury  of  devotion  ; 
and  therefore  the  prayers  and  praises  of  the  church  have  been 
offered  in  the  language  of  it,  from  age  to  age.  Many  of  them 
might  be  termed  prat/era  with  great  propriety.  In  these  an 
earnest  cry  arises  for  the  divine  protection  and  help  against 
enemies  who  are  often  described  as  wicked,  cunning,  violent 
men.  With  supplication  for  new  favours  are  frequently  united 
thanks  for  benefits  already  received.  In  addition  to  these  psalms 
of  supplication  and  thanks,  the  feelings  of  the  pious  go  forth 
in  admonitions  to  the  godly,  in  qxiieting  of  the  pious  respecting 
the  anomalous  relation  between  the  outward  conditions  of  the 
ungodly  and  the  upright,  as  well  as  in  warnings  and  threat- 
enings  of  the  enemies  of  God.  The  glory  of  the  divine  dwell- 
ing-place on  earth,  and  the  dignity  of  the  rulers  of  Israel  ap- 
pointed and  protected  by  God,  are  occasionally  spoken  of,  as  also 
the  longed-for  restoration  of  David's  royal  house.  In  all,  there 
is  more  or  less  direct  reference  to  the  Israelitish  religion,  a 
fact  which  explains  various  characteristic  phenomena,  such  as 
prayers  for  the  destruction  of  enemies  and  curses  against  them, 
the  earthly  and  local  habitation  of  Jehovah  in  Jerusalem,  the 
confidence  expressed  respecting  the  divine  interposition  on  behalf 
of  Jehovah's  kingly  representatives  on  earth,  ^ut  as  the  high- 
est aspirations  of  the  heart  in  God-fearing  men  are  essentisdly 
the  same ;  as  its  hopes,  fears,  convictions,  sorrows,  and  joys  are 
alike ;  the  expressions  of  these  in  the  psalter  find  a  ready  response 
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in  every  bosom  which  the  Spirit  of  God  has  touched.  Whether 
trust  in  Jehovah,  and  his  righteous  government,  the  confession  of 
sin,  the  breathing  after  nearer  fellowship  with  Deity,  the  implor- 
ing of  mercy  and  pardon  be  uttered  by  the  speakers,  the  multi- 
tudinous tones  strike  the  chords  of  the  human  soul,  and  awaken 
their  notes.  Hence  the  psalter  has  been  justly  reckoned  the 
most  important  book  of  the  Old  Testament.  It  is  the  most 
subjective  of  an  objective  dispensation.  If  it  speaks  to  our  deep- 
est sentiments  of  devotion  and  not  only  excites  but  sustains  the 
most  unwavering  trust  in  God ;  if  it  inculcates  resignation  to 
the  divine  will  under  all  circumstances;  if  it  fills  the  soul  with  a 
holy  aversion  to  evil,  and  guides  it  onward  to  true  conversion, 
it  may  well  be  prized  by  Christians.  In  short,  if  the  religious 
feeling  in  man  finds  its  worthiest  and  most  elevated  expression 
there,  as  it  assuredly  does ;  where  is  the  devout  spirit  who 
does  not  value  the  psalter  as  his  choice  companion,  either  in 
the  hours  of  silent  meditation,  or  of  social  fellowship  in  the 
congregation  ? 

"  The  reason  why  the  psalms  have  foimd  such  constant  favour 
in  the  sight  of  the  Christian  church,  and  come  to  constitute  a 
chief  portion  of  every  missal  and  liturgy  and  form  of  worship 
public  or  private,  while  forms  of  doctrine  and  discourse  have 
undergone  such  manifold  changes,  in  order  to  represent  the 
chan^g  spirit  of  the  age  and  the  diverse  conditions  of  the 
human  mind,  is  to  be  found  in  this,  that  they  address  them- 
selves to  the  simple  instinctive  feeling  of  the  renewed  soul, 
which  are  its  most  constant  and  permanent  part ;  whereas 
the  forms  of  doctrine  and  discourse  address  themselves  to  the 
spiritual  understanding,  which  differs  in  ages  and  countries, 
according  to  the  degrees  of  spiritual  illumination,  and  the 
energy  of  spiritual  life.  For  as  those  instincts  of  our  nature 
which  put  themselves  forth  in  infancy  and  early  life  towards  our 
parents  and  our  kindred  and  our  friends,  and  derive  thence  the 
nourishment  upon  which  they  live,  are  far  more  constant  than 
those  opinions  which  we  afterwards  form  concerning  society, 
civil  poUty,  and  the  world  in  general ;  and,  as  those  impressions 
of  place  and  scene  and  incident  which  come  in  upon  us  in  our 
early  years,  are  not  only  more  constant  in  their  endurance,  but 
more  uniform  in  their  effect  upon  the  various  minds  which  are 
submitted  to  them,  than  any  which  are  afterwards  made  by 
objects  better  fitted  to  affect  us  both  permanently  and  powerfully 
— so  we  reckon  that  there  is  an  infancy  of  the  spiritual  man, 
which,  with  all  its  instincts,  wanders  abroad  over  the  word  of 
God  to  receive  the  impressions  thereof  and  grow  upon  their 
wholesome  variety  into  a  maturity  of  spiritual  reason,  when  it 
becomes  desirous  to  combine  and  arrange  into  conceptions  and 
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systems  of  conceptions  the  manifoldness  and  variety  of  those 
simple  impressions  which  it  hath  obtained.  During  those  days 
of  its  spiritual  infancy,  the  soul  rejoiceth  as  a  little  child  at  the 
breast  of  its  mother,  feeds  upon  the  word  of  God  with  a  constant 
relish,  delights  in  the  views  and  prospects  which  open  upon 
every  side,  and  glories  in  its  heavenly  birthright  and  royal 
kindred,  and  considereth  with  wonder  the  kingdom  of  which  it 
is  become  a  denizen,  its  origin,  its  miraculous  progress  and  ever- 
lasting glory ;  and  as  the  infant  life  opens  itself  to  the  sun  of 
righteousness,  it  delights  in  its  activity,  and  exhales  on  aU 
around  the  odour  of  its  breathing  joy. 

''  To  this  season  of  the  spiritual  mind  the  psalms  come  most 
opportunely  as  its  natural  food.  We  say  not  that  they  quicken 
the  life,  to  which  nothing  is  so  appropriate  as  the  words  of  our 
TiOrd  recorded  in  the  Gospels,  but,  being  quickened,  they  nomrish 
up  the  life  to  manhood,  and  when  its  manly  age  is  come,  prepare 
it  for  the  strong  meat  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  writings  of 
the  prophets  and  the  apostles.  But  ever  afterwards  the  souls  of 
believers  recur  to  these  psalms  as  the  home  of  their  childhood, 
where  they  came  to  know  the  loving-kindness  of  their  heavenly 
Father,  the  fatness  of  his  house,  and  the  full  river  of  his  good- 
ness, his  pastoral  carefulness,  his  sure  defence,  and  his  eye  slum- 
bereth  not  nor  sleepeth,  with  eveiy  other  simple  representation 
of  divine  things,  to  the  simple  affections  of  the  renewed  soul. 
Therefore  are  these  psalms  to  the  Christian,  what  the  love  of 
parents,  and  the  sweet  affections  of  home,  and  the  clinging 
memory  of  infant  scenes,  and  the  generous  love  of  country,  are 
to  men  of  every  rank  and  order  and  employment,  of  every  kin- 
dred and  tongue  and  nation.'^  ^ 

XVm.  The  hundred  and  fifty-firot  Psal^t. — In  the  Sep- 
tuagint,  Syriac,  Arabic,  and  Ethiopic  translations  there  is  an 
additional  psalm.  It  was  never  in  tne  Hebrew,  and  must  there- 
fore be  apocryphal,  though  ancient.  The  following  English 
version  of  it  is  n*om  Brenton's  English  Septuagint. 

"  This  psalm  is  a  genuine  one  of  David,  thougn  supemiunerary, 
composed  when  he  lought  in  single  combat  with  Goliath. 

''II  was  small  among  my  orethren  and  youngest  in  my 
father's  house :  I  tended  my  father's  sheep.  2  My  hands  formed 
a  musical  instrument,  and  mv  fingers  tuned  a  psaltery.  3  And 
who  shall  tell  my  Lord  P  The  Lord  himself,  he  himself  hears. 
4  He  sent  forth  his  angel,  and  took  me  from  mjr  father's  sheep, 
and  he  anointed  me  with  the  oil  of  his  anointing.  5  My 
brothers  were  handsome  and  tall;  but  the  Lord  did  not  take 
pleasure  in  them.     6  I  went  forth  to  meet  the  Philistine ;  and 

1  Introductory  Essay  to  Horne's  Commentary  on  the  Psalms,  by  the  Rot.  Edward 
Inringf,  pp.  yi.  Tii.,  ed.  New  York,  1846. 
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lie  cursed  me  by  his  idols.  7  But  I  drew  his  own  sword  and 
beheaded  him,  and  removed  reproach  from  the  children  of 
Israel." 

XIX.  Quotations  from  the  book,  in  the  New  Testtambnt. 
— The  book  of  Psalms  has  an  undoubted  right  to  its  place  in  the 
canon.  Many  passages  are  quoted  from  it  by  our  Lord  and  his 
apostles,  and  are  also  referred  to  the  Holy  Spirit.  The  following 
is  a  list  of  the  places  cited : — 

. .    Acts  iv,  25,  26. 

Acts  xiii.  33 ;  Heb.  i.  6  ;  y.  5. 
. .     Bom.  iii.  13. 

Matt.  xxi.  16. 
,.     Hekii.  6-a 

1  Cor.  XV.  27. 
. .     Bom.  iii.  14. 
. .     Bom.  iii.  10-12. 
..    Acte  ii.  25-28,  31. 
. »    Acts  xiii.  35. 

Bom.  XT.  9. 

Bom.  X.  18. 

Matt,  xxyii.  46 ;  Mark  xy.  34. 

Matt,  xxvii.  43. 

Matt,  xxyii.  35 ;  Mark  xy.  24 ;  Luke 
xxiii.  34 ;  John  xix.  S4. 
. .     Heb.  iL  12. 
..     ICor.  X.26. 

Luke  xxiiL  46. 

Bom.  iy.  7,  8. 
..     1  Pet.  iii.  10-12. 
. .    Bom.  iii.  18. 
. .    Heb.  X.  5-7. 
. .    John  xiii.  18  ;  Acts  i.  16. 

Bom.  yiii.  36» 
. .    Heb.  i.  8,  9. 
. .     Ephes.  iy.  7,  8. 

Bom.  xy.  3. 
. .     John  xix.  28,  29 ;  Matt,  xxyii.  34,  48 ; 
Mark  xy.  36  ;  Luke  xxiii.  36. 

Bom.  xi.  9,  10. 
8    Act«  i.  20. 
..     John  yi.  31. 

John  X.  34. 
..     Matt.  iy.  6 ;  Luke  iy.  10,  11. 
. .     1  Cor.  iii.  20. 
..     Heb.  iii.  7-11 ;  iy.  3,  6-7. 
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Psalm  xcvii.  7  ... 
cii.  26-27 
civ.  4 

CX«  X  . •  • 

CX«  4  • , . 

cxii.  9  ... 
cxvi.  10  ... 
cxviii.  6  ... 
cxviii.  22,  23 

cxviii.  25,  26 
cxxxii.  11-17 
ex].  3 


Heb.  i.  6. 

Heb.  i.  10-12. 

Heb.  i.  7. 

Matt.  xxii.  44 ;  Mark  xii.  36 ;  Luke  xx. 

42  ;  Acta  ii.  34,  35  ;  Heb.  i.  13. 
Heb.  V.  6. 
2  Cor.  ix.  9. 
2  Cor.  iv.  13. 
Heb.  xiii.  6. 
Matt.  xxi.  42 ;  Luke  xx.  17 ;  Acts  iv. 

11 ;  1  Pet.  ii.  7. 
Matt.  xxi.  9 ;  Mark  xi.  9 ;  Jobn  xii.  13. 
Luke  i.  6-9 ;  Acts  ii.  30. 
Bom.  iii.  13. 
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I.  Name. — ^The  Hebrew  word  tB^,  whose  plural  is  employed 

as  a  general  title  to  the  book,  properly  denotes  similitude  or  com- 
parison. Hence  it  is  applied  to  the  parable.  By  a  natural  tran- 
sition it  means  a  sententious  saying  or  apophthegm,  which  consists 
in  the  comparison  of  things  or  sentiments.  And  as  such  kind 
of  saying  often  passes  into  a  proverb,  it  came  to  signify  a  pro- 
verb. Akin  to  /^&  is  n^79  ^^  obscure  maxim,  one  needing 
interpretation.  So  too  JTJ^H  a  knotty  saying  or  riddle,  whose 
sense  is  enigmatical  or  difficult  of  solution. 

The  Jews  call  the  book  T\Uy^  vJJ^O  proverbs  of  Solomon,  or 

more  briefly  ^7^^  proverbs.  This  is  its  common  appellation  in 
the  Talmud.  In  the  Tosephoth  to  Baba  Bathra,  the  name  *1^ 
np!pn  book  of  wisdom,  is  given  both  to  it  and  Ecclesiastes.  The 
Septuagint  title  is  a  literal  translation  of  the  Hebrew,  wapoifjulai 
SoXofjL&vTo^.  The  fathers  of  the  Christian  church,  in  addition 
to  this  appellation  of  the  Septuagint's,  styled  it  aoifyla,  toisdom, 
and  17  iravdpero^  (ro(f>la,  all-virtuous  wisdom.  So  Clement  quotes 
it  in  his  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians.^  The  latter  titles  were  also 
applied  by  the  fathers  to  the  Proverbs  of  Jesus  Sirach,  and  the 
Book  of  Wisdom. 

II.  Divisions  and  Contents. — The  contents  of  the  book  are 
separable  into  seven  divisions,  which  have  all  different  titles, 
except  one.  These  are ; — 1.  Chaps,  i.-ix.  2.  Chaps.  x.-xxii. 
16.  3.  Chaps,  xxii.  17-xxiv.  4,  Chaps,  xxv.-xxix.  6.  Chap. 
XXX.     6.  Chap.  xxxi.  1-.9.     7.     Chap.  xxxi.  10-31. 

First.  The  first  part  (i.  7-ix.)  consists  of  admonitions  to  strive 
after  the  possession  of  wisdom  under  all  circumstances,  and  to 
avoid  whatever  is  opposed  to  it.  Here  we  find  four  sections, 
VIZ.,  1.  7-00  ;  11.-1V. ;  v.-vu. ;  viu.,  ix. 

1.  (L  7-33)  (a)  The  seventh  verse  announces  the  subject  to 

^  See  Hefele'B  patmm  Apoetolicorum  opp.  p.  63,  second  edition. 
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be  treated  of,  viz.,  wisdom.  In  the  eighth  and  ninth  verses  the 
admonition  has  respect  to  the  relation  of  the  son  to  his  teacher ; 
and  exhorts  the  former  not  to  put  away  instruction  from  him, 
for  it  is  his  most  beautiful  ornament. 

(b)  The  second  admonition  (10-19)  is  a  dissuasive  from  join- 
ing those  who  make  light  of  robbery  and  murder,  endeavouring 
to  allure  young  men  mto  their  own  way  of  life  as  if  it  were 
pleasant  and  profitable.  Youth  are  cautioned  against  associat- 
ing with  such  characters,  and  assured  that  their  ways  will  not 
succeed,  but  bring  ruin  on  themselves. 

(c)  In  opposition  to  the  alluring  invitation  of  these  wicked 
men,  a  louder  and  more  earnest  call,  urging  the  fear  of  God,  is 
addressed  to  youth  by  wisdom.  She  speaks  in  the  market- 
places, at  the  comers  of  the  streets  and  in  the  meetings  of  the 
people,  exhorting  fools  to  leave  their  folly  and  listen  to  her 
instructions  (20-23).  If  they  do  not  hear  her  call  but  persist 
in  their  folly,  a  sudden  and  terrible  destruction  will  come  upon 
them,  when  she  will  scornfully  remain  immoved  by  their  cries 
(24-27).  Then  shall  men  long  after  her,  but  in  vain;  they 
must  eat,  to  the  full,  the  fruits  of  their  perversity  (28-31).  It 
is  a  sure  thing  that  a  judgment  comes  upon  fools  and  such  as 
resist  wisdom ;  while  those  who  hearken  to  her  have  nothing  to 
fear  (32,  33). 

2.  (ii.-iv.)  {a)  A  teacher  exhorts  his  disciple  to  strive 
earnestly  for  wisdom,  setting  forth  the  blessing  which  its  pos- 
session brings  with  it.  Such  a  seeker  will  receive  wisdom  and 
knowled^  from  God;  he  will  lead  a  pious  life  and  be  pre- 
served ;  justice  and  uprightness  will  not  be  unknown  to  him, 
and  he  will  be  kept  from  the  dangers  and  temptations  which 
evil  men  put  near  him  (ii.  1-15).  He  shall  be  able  to  with- 
stand the  seductive  arts  of  the  unfaithful  woman,  who  draws 
into  deadly  destruction  those  who  eo  in  to  her  (16-19).  We 
must  therefore  walk  in  the  path  of  the  good,  for  they  alone 
shall  have  permanent  happiness ;  while  the  bad  are  exposed  to 
sudden  destruction  (20-22). 

The  teacher  exhorts  his  disciple  to  give  heed  to  his  instruc- 
tions, for  lon^  life  and  peace  will  follow  ;  not  to  neglect  kind- 
ness and  uprightness,  since  these  qualities  will  procure  favour 
and  good  imderstanding  in  the  sight  of  God  and  man ;  to  trust 
in  the  Lord  and  lean  upon  him ;  not  to  be  wise  in  his  own 
conceit  but  to  fear  the  Lord  and  abstain  from  evil,  so  shall  he 
have  health  and  refreshment ;  to  honour  the  Lord  with  a  part 
of  his  substance,  and  Se  will  make  abundant  provision  for  his 
support  (iii.  1-10). 

(b)  He  is  not  to  despise  the  corrections  of  the  Lord,  since 
they  are  an  evidence  of  fatherly  love  on  the  part  of  Jehovah 
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(11-12).  The  praises  of  wisdom  are  again  introduced.  Her 
rewards  are  better  than  gold,  silver,  jewels,  etc.  She  gives  long 
life,  riches,  honour,  loveliness,  peace ;  is  a  tree  of  life  to  such  as 
lay  hold  of  her.  Jehovah  established  the  earth  and  the  heavens 
by  her  assistance ;  he  divided  the  waters  and  made  the  clouds 
drop  down  dew  (13-20). 

(c)  Keturning  to  the  admonitory  strain  at  the  commencement 
of  the  chapter,  tne  teacher  exhorts  the  pupil  not  to  despise  truth 
and  reflection ;  they  will  keep  him  in  safety,  enable  him  to  lie 
down  and  sleep  securely,  no  fear  of  destruction  disturbing  him 
since  Jehovah  is  his  keeper.  One  must  not  withhold  any  good 
from  his  poor  neighbour,  nor  put  him  off  with  a  promise,  nor 
devise  evil  against  him,  nor  causelessly  contend  with  him,  nor 
imitate  the  oppressor's  conduct;  because  Jehovah  hates  the 
wicked  and  blesses  the  righteous.  Since  he  mocks  scomers  and 
gives  grace  to  the  lowly,  the  wise  obtain  honour;  whereas 
shame  sweeps  away  fools  (21-36). 

(d)  The  children  are  admonished  to  listen  to  the  instruction 
of  the  teacher,  who  looking  back  to  his  early  youth  recollects 
how  his  father  once  taught  and  incited  to  strive  after  wisdom, 
representing  that  the  possession  of  it  would  keep  him  in  safety 
and  adorn  nim  with  a  beautiful  crown  (iv.  1-9).  The  teacher 
promises  to  shew  the  pupil  a  way  in  which  he  should  walk 
securely,  viz.,  by  taking  fast  hold  of  instruction,  and  keeping 
wisdom,  who  is  life.  But  the  path  of  the  wicked  must  be  care- 
fully avoided ;  for  they  are  sleepless  unless  they  can  do  mis- 
chief. The  path  of  the  just  is  alwavs  clearer  and  clearer ;  that 
of  transgressors  is  dark,  so  that  they  stumble  (10-19).  The 
pupil  is  again  exhorted  to  give  diligent  heed,  and  guard  his 
heart  above  aU  things ;  because  the  issues  of  life  proceed  from  it. 
He  must  keep  his  mouth  from  deceit,  look  only  on  the  path 
which  is  straight,  carefully  consider  his  goings^  and  remove  his 
foot  from  evil  things  (20-27). 

3.  (v.-vii.)  The  disciple  is  again  requested  to  hear  the  warn- 
ing of  his  teacher  and  lay  it  to  heart ;  for  though  the  words  of 
the  adulteress  are  sweet,  their  end  is  pain  and  death;  just  as 
she  herself  is  exposed  to  sudden  deatn.  The  admonition  to 
listen  is  repeated ;  and  the  pupil  is  exhorted  to  keep  far  from 
her,  lest  the  fearful  pimishments  of  adultery  overtake  him,  and 
self-reproach  come  when  it  is  too  late,  from  Bot  listening  to 
teachers  and  running  into  deadly  peril  (1-14).  The  young 
man  is  counselled  to  be  faithful  to  the  spouse  of  his  youth. 
He  must  not  go  after  adulteresses ;  for  God  knows  the  ways  of 
the  trans^^ressor,  and  will  not  suffer  him  to  go  unpunished. 
The  iniqmties  of  the  wicked  will  surely  overtake  them ;  and  they 
shall  die  through  their  folly  in  not  receiving  instruction  (15-23). 
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Should  one  be  ensnared  by  a  pledge  of  security  he  is  advised  to 
procure  an  accommodation  as  soon  as  possible,  that  the  person 
pledged  might  escape  the  peril  of  being  sold  into  slavery  (vi.  1-5). 
The  lazy  man  is  exnorted  to  learn  instruction  from  the  ant,  who 
provides  for  herself  in  season.  If  he  will  not  bestir  himself  to 
action,  poverty  and  want  will  destroy  him  (6-11).  Seven  vices 
are  specified ;  and  the  man  who  practises  them  will  be  suddenly 
destroyed  (12-15).  Seven  crimes  are  enumerated,  which  excite 
Jehovah's  indignation  (16-19). 

The  instruction  of  parents  is  said  to  adorn  the  son  and  b^  a 
continual  protection,  because  it  is  a  light,  a  way  that  leads  to 
life.  It  will  keep  him  from  the  most  dangerous  temptations 
of  the  adulterous  woman.  He  is  exhorted  not  to  lust  after 
her  beauty,  because  adultery  exposes  to  the  loss  of  life.  As 
one  cannot  come  in  contact  with  fire  without  injury,  so  is  it 
with  the  adulterer.  Even  a  thief  is  not  spared,  though  he 
steals  to  satisfy  hunger.  He  has  to  make  abundant  restitu- 
tion. An  adulterer  is  devoid  of  reason  and  destroys  himself. 
He  incurs  the  greatest  reproach.  The  enraged  and  jealous 
husband  will  not  be  pacified  with  gifts  (20-35). 

The  alluring  arts  and  modes  of  temptation  practised  by  the 
adulteress  are  described,  after  a  few  verses  of  introduction  in 
which  the  pupil  is  exhorted  to  give  diligent  heed  to  the  admo- 
nitions (vii.  1-27). 

4.  (viii.,  ix.)  In  contrast  with  the  adulteress,  who  entices 
individuals  in  the  night  time,  wisdom  cries  aloud  in  the  most 
frequented  places.  She  addresses  aU  men,  even  the  simple, 
entreating  them  to  hear  the  noble  and  excellent  truths  she 
utters.  Her  instruction  is  more  valuable  than  pearls  or  precious 
stones.  She  has  sagacity  and  knowledge,  and  possesses  the 
qualities  without  which  rulers  cannot  govern.  She  loves  those 
who  seek  her,  and  bestows  on  them  tne  highest  gifts.  She  is 
the  first  of  all  Jehovah's  creatures;  was  established  before 
waters,  moimtains,  the  earth  itself;  was  present  when  God 
made  the  world ;  not  merely  as  a  witness  but  an  artificer  did 
she  staled  by  his  side.  She  was  his  darling  child,  always  rejoic- 
ing before  him  in  the  world  and  among  men.  Finally,  she 
exhorts  men  to  listen  to  her,  because  those  who  seek  her 
earnestly  will  obtain  the  favour  of  God.  But  such  as  miss  her, 
destroy  their  own  life  (viii.  1-36).  Wisdom  has  prepared  a  rich 
feast  in  her  splendid  house,  to  which  she  invitee,  by  her  maidens 
as  well  as  by  herself,  those  who  lack  understanding.  The 
scomer  and  the  transgressor  are  not  fit  subjects  for  her  instruc- 
tions, and  would  not  receive  or  profit  by  them.  Not  so  with 
the  wise.  Wisdom  is  the  fear  of  God,  securing  long  life.  But 
the  adulteress  addresses  the  simple.  Whoever  is  foolish  allows 
VOL.  n.  21 
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himself  to  be  tempted,  not  knowing  that  her  ways  lead  to  swift 
destruction  (ix.  1-18). 

Second.  (x.-zxii.  16).  This  is  the  most  important  division  of 
the  book.  The  parts,  however,  are  so  loosely  connected,  that  it 
is  impossible  to  give  a  summary  of  them.  Perhaps  the  whole 
might  be  subdivided  into  x.  1-xii.  28  ;  xiiL  1-xy.  32 ;  xv. 
33-xviii.  24 ;  xix.  1-xxi.  31 ;  xxii.  1-16. 

Third,  (xxii.  17-xxiv.)  This  is  also  a  miscelleoieous  collec- 
tion of  proverbs,  consisting  of  an  exhortation  to  listen  to  the 
words  of  the  wise  (17-21)  ;  ten  warnings  (xxii.  22-xxiii.  11) ; 
ten  additional  warnings  (xxiii.  12-xxiv.  2) ;  twenty  verses  (xxiv. 
3-22)  ;  a  small  appendix  with  an  inscription  for  itself  (xxiv. 
23-34). 

Fourth,  (xxv.  1-xxix.).  This  division  is  too  miscellaneous  to 
admit  of  a  proper  summary.  Perhaps  it  may  be  separated  thus : 
xxv.  1-xxvii.  27 ;  xxviii.  1-16 ;  and  xxviii.  17-xxix. 

Fifth,  (xxx.  1-33).  The  author  begins  with  the  confession 
that  he  has  endeavoured  in  vain  iio  search  out  God.  Such  an 
attempt  was  the  deed  of  an  uncommonly  stupid  man  as  he  £iow 
sees ;  because  he  had  not  first  learned  wisdom  and  theology. 
Many  questions  that  must  remain  unanswered,  press  upon 
him  who  reflects  on  God  and  His  works.  He  will  therefore 
abide  solely  by  the  revelation  of  God,  and  find  rest  in  faith. 
This  revelation  is  pure  and  perfect.  Do  not  add  to  it,  lest  God 
punish  you  and  you  become  a  liar.  The  poet  asks  God  to  give 
him  one  of  two  wishes,  viz.,  to  remove  from  him  falsehood  and 
lying  words ;  and  to  feed  him  with  the  bread  of  his  allotted 
portion.  Four  classes  of  peo|de  are  specified :  also  four  things 
which  are  too  wonderful  for  the  writer  to  understand.  The 
rule  of  four  things  is  intolerable.  He  next  specifies  four  things, 
which  though  small  in  themselves  are  very  wise.  Three  things 
excel  in  gait. 

Sixth,  (xxxi.  1-9).  These  are  the.  instructions  of  Lemuers 
mother,  contaimng  cautions  against  incontinence  and  drunken- 
ness ;  with  an  admonition  to  do  justice. 

Seventh,  (xxxi.  10-31).  A  description  of  the  skilful  and  in- 
dustrious wife. 

III.  Titles  and  ghaeacteri&tics. — ^The  first  verse  gives  the 
general  titie ;  and  the  next  six  verses  axe  a  general  introduction 
to  the  whole  book  (i.  1-7). 

The  title  of  the  second  part  is,  the  Proverbs  of  Solomon. 

The  title  of  the  third  part  might  be  represented  by,  the  words 
of  the  wise. 

The  fourth  part  contains,  according  to  the  title.  Proverbs  of 
Solomon  which  the  men  of  Hezekiah  king  of  JtAdah  copied  out 

The  fifth  part  contains  the  words  ofAgur. 
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The  Bixth  part  is  entitled,  the  tcords  of  Lemuel  king  o/Masaa. 

The  seventh  has  no  particular  inscription,  except  the  com- 
mencing verse  (xxzi.  10)  be  considered  such.  Yet  it  is  in  the 
interrogative  form. 

Characteristics  of  part  first. — (a)  Nearly  all  the  verses  consist 
of  two  members  each,  as 

We  sliall  find  all  precious  substance : 
We  shall  fill  our  nouses  with  spoil  (i.  13), 

Very  few  consist  of  three  members ;  only  ten,  viz,,  i,  22,  23, 
27;  iii.  3;  iv.  4;  v.  19;  vi.  3,  13;  vii.  23;  ix.  2. 

(b)  Nearly  all  the  verses  consist  of  synonymous  parallels. 
Out  of  247  verses,  209  are  synonymous;  36  synthetic;  and  4 
antithetic,  according  to  Stuart.^ 

(c)  Single  paragraphs  often  begin  a  new  address  to  the  pupil, 
as  i.  8,  10 ;  ii.  1 ;  iii.  1,  11 ;  iv,  10,  20 ;  v.  1 ;  vL  1,  20 ;  vii.  1. 

(d)  Three  paragraphs  are  tisually  connected  in  a  certain 
manner  with  one  another ;  so  that  the  fullness  of  admonitiom 
culminates  and  completes  in  the  third,     Comp.  chap.  iii. 

(e)  Paragraphs  often  consiit  of  ten  verses ;  as  i,  10-19 ;  iii. 
MO;  11-20;  iv.  10-19;  viii.  12-21;  22-31. 

(/)  The  sentences  are  generally  long.  Thus  the  greater  part 
of  the  second  chapter  consists  of  one  long  sentence,  wearily 
drawn  through  nearly  twenty  verses.  Comp.  also  vii.  6-20; 
ix.  13-18 ;  V.  3-6 ;  8-14 ;  15-19. 

Characteristics  of  part  second.-^(a)  Each  verse  contains  an 
independent  sentence,  whose  sense  is  complete  in  itself. 

(b)  While  the  verses  regularly  consist  of  two  members  eadi, 
the  prevailing  parallelism  is  antithetic,  at  least  in  x,-xv.  But 
in  xvi-xxii.  16,  the  synthetic  predominates.  According  to 
Stuart,  there  are  186  antithetic  parallelisms  in  the  former,  and 
23  synthetic ;  in  the  latter,  159  synthetic,  and  only  24  antithetic.* 

(c)  The  two  members  of  each  verse  usually  contain  seven 
words,  of  which  four  belong  to  the  first  and  three  to  the  second, 
as, 

pn»  «^  '^  'T5'? 

Occasionally  ihere  are  eight  woids ;  four  in  each  member,  or 
three  m  one  and  five  in  the  other,  as, 

^85^^)  rnty  jrin'  ^b 
li  yi^'rih  v\ni;lii^^>  (xiy.  lo.) 

1  Commentary  on  tho  book  of  ProTerbs,  Introduction,  p.  19.      '  Und.  pp.  19,  20. 
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■  More  rarel J  there  are  nine  words  in  a  verae,  as, 

pin&  aits-no  np^O  nip 
pp;p  inw  nyi  my^  (^vi.  le.) 

Sometimes  the  words  amount  to  ten  or  eleven,  when  one  or 
two  little  words  are  united  with  principal  ones. 

(d)  Two  verses  are  put  beside  one  another  in  which  the  same 
characteristic  word,  or  two  similar  words  occur ;  as  in  x.  6,  7, 
p^*^  and  D^V^  ^^^  found  in  both  verses.  It  is  an  extension 
of  this  grouping  when  the  word  Tli)T\\  occurs  in  ten  verses  in 
succession;  see  xv.  33  and  xvi.  1-7,  9,  11.  In  the  same  way 
appears  in  the  five  verses,  xvi.  10,  12-15.^ 

Characteristics  of  part  third. — (a)  A  proverb  is  most  fre- 
quently contained  in  two  verses,  and  in  such  a  way  that  the 
second  contains  a  reason  for  the  first.     Thus, 

Make  no  fnendabip  with  an  angrr  man, 
And  with  a  ftirious  man  thou  shaft  not  go ; 
Lest  thou  leam  his  ways, 
And  get  a  snare  to  thy  soul  (xxii.  24,  25), 

Three  verses  are  often  closely  connected  in  this  manner,  as, 

When  thou  sittest  to  eat  with  a  ruler, 

Consider  diligently  what  is  before  thee ; 

And  put  a  kmfe  to  thy  throat. 

If  thou  be  a  man  given  to  appetite : 

Be  not  desirous  of  his  dainties, 

For  they  are  deceitful  meat  (xxiii.  1-3). 

Even  five  verses  occur  thus  together  in  xxiv.  30-34. 

It  is  very  seldom  that  a  complete  proverb  is  contained  in  a 
single  verse,  as  in  xxii.  28,  29  ;  xxiii.  9. 

(6)  The  structure  of  verses  is  irregular,  so  that  the  members 
of  them  are  not  evenly  proportioned.  Indeed  there  is  often  no 
trace  of  parallelism.  Verses  of  six,  seven,  or  eig^ht  words  are 
intermingled  with  others  of  eleven  and  even  of  fourteen  and 
eighteen  words.  Thus  xxiii.  29  has  fourteen,  and  xxiv.  12, 
eighteen  words. 

((?)  Proverbs  of  similar  import  are  not  generally  put  together. 
Sometimes,  however,  such  sayings  are  arranged  so  as  to  form  a 
roimded  circle  of  admonitions. 

(d)  The  parallelisms  are  synthetic;  except  xxiv.  16  which  is 
antithetic.^ 

Characteristics  of  part  fourth. — (a)  Most  of  the  proverbs  are  here 

1  See  Bertheau's  Die  Spriiche  Salomo's,  Einleitung,  pp.  xii.,  ziii. 
*  Ibid,  pp.  xiii.,  xir. 
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finished  in  one  verse.  And  the  verses  usually  consist  of  seven 
or  eiffht  words ;  more  rarely  of  six.  But  when  the  sentences 
run  uirough  two  or  more  verses,  the  words  in  both  are  more 
numerous.  Thus  xxv.  6,  7  contain  twenty  words ;  xxv.  21, 
22  have  eighteen  words. 

(b)  According  to  Stuart,  there  are  ninety-three  synthetic  paral- 
leliisms,  and  thirty-five  antithetic  ones.^  Pretty  often  there  is  no 
trace  of  parallelism ;  as  in  xxv.  8,  9,  10,  21,  22  ;  xxvi.  18,  19  ; 
xxvii.  1 ;  xxix.  12. 

(o)  In  chaps,  xxv.-xxvii.  the  two  members  in  which  most  of 
the  sentences  are  arranged,^  are  usually  comparisons  loosely 
hangingtogether. 

{d)  The  same  word  often  appears  in  two  or  more  successive 

proverbs  ;  as  D^5/9  ^  ^^v*  1>  2 ;  i^*^  in  xxv.  8,  9,  10.^ 

Characteristics  of  part  fifth. — (a)  The  proverbs  in  this  paut  are 
of  very  unequal  compass.  Some  are  completed  in  one  verse,  as, 
XXX.  10;  others  in  two,  as  xxx.  15,  16;  others  in  three,  as 
18-20,  21-23 ;  others  in  four,  as  24-28  ;  and  in  six,  as  1-6. 

(6)  The  verses  contain  a  considerable  number  of  words ; 
eleven,  twelve,  and  thirteen. 

(c)  All  the  parallelisms  are  synthetic, 

(d)  The  descriptions  are  somewhat  long  for  proverbs;  and 
the  language  artificial  and  peculiar. 

(e)  Numbers  play  an  important  part.  Things  are  reckoned 
by  twos,  threes,  fours,  etc. 

Characteristics  of  part  sixth. — Here  the  parallelisms  are  syno- 
nymous;  the  same  ideas  being  repeated  almost  in  the  same  words 
in  the  corresponding  members. 

Characteristics  of  part  seventh. — ^This  is  an  alphabetical  poem. 
The  parallelism  is  very  like  that  in  the  alphabetical  psalms; 
and  the  verses  are  nearly  all  of  the  same  extent. 

IV.  Authorship. — ^We  are  now  prepared  to  enter  on  the 
questign  of  authorship. 

The  general  title  and  introduction  (i.  1-7)  refer  to  the  whole 
book,  not  to  the  first  part  by  itself.  If  i.  8-ix.  was  written  by 
Solomon,  why  should  the  second  part  have  the  title,  the  proverbt 
of  Solomon  ?  (x.  1).  Does  not  this  imply  a  distinction  between 
what  follows  and  precedes,  as  if  the  latter  were  not  written  by 
Solomon  P  We  confess  that  every  view  we  can  take  of  the  first 
division  is  unfavourable  to  its  Solomonic  origin.  Its  didactic 
tone,  with  the  strict  admonitions  respectingchastity,  do  not  suit 
a  king  so  well  as  a  prophet  or  priest.  Various  parts  do  not 
resemble  the  precepts  of  one  who  kept  a  royal  harem,  and  was 
the  fruit  of  adultery  with  Bathsheba,  as  v.  18,  etc.,  vi.  24,  etc., 

^  Commentary,  Introduction,  p.  44.      '  See  Berthean,  Einleitung,  pp.  xIy.,  xy. 
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vii.  5-23,  except  he  had  repented.  Occasionally  the  writer 
speaks  like  a  man  occupying  the  condition  of  a  citizen,  ex.  gr. 
yi.  31,  A  few  local  references  point  to  Jerusalem  (i.  21,  Tiii.  3) ; 
and  perhaps  mention  of  the  new  moon  (yii.  20)  shews  that  the 
levitical  worship  was  regularly  observed. 

The  same  tone  of  theocratic  purity  which  appears  in  x.-xxii. 
16  did  not  exist  when  these  proverbs  were  written.  The  kingly 
office  no  longer  corresponded  to  its  ideal.  The  hints  relating  to 
it  imply  the  melancholy  consequences  of  royal  power  in  denying 
the  principle  of  righteousness  and  adding  to  the  influence  of 
transgressors.  We  must  therefore  date  it  subsequently  to  the 
reigns  of  Solomon  and  David,  towards  the  end  of  the  ninth 
or  beginning  of  the  eighth,  century  before  Christ.  The  form  of 
the  proverb  had  then  become  more  rounded  and  developed. 

Did  the  portion  proceed  from  one  author  ?  The  question  is  not 
without  its  difficulties.  Eichhom,  and  after  him  Ewald,  think 
that  the  piece  is  an  original  whole,  well-connected,  continuous, 
proceeding  as  it  were  out  of  one  gush.  On  the  other  hand, 
loertheau  finds  traces  in  it  of  admonitions  and  sayings  proceed- 
ing from  different  authors.  His  arguments  are  in  substance 
the  following : 

1.  The  repetitions  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to  shew  more  than 
one  author.  Thus  the  strange  woman  is  introduced  not  less 
than  five  times  ;  while  wisdom  is  referred  to  more  or  less  fully 
eight  times.  The  same  writer  would  hardly  repeat  himself  so 
often,  within  a  compass  comparatively  brief. 

2.  Chap.  vi.  1-19  interrupts  the  connection.  It  contains  warn* 
in?  and  advice  respecting  various  situations  in  life,  which  are 
only  appended  to  the  preening  chapter  descriptive  of  the  strange 
woman.  The  seventh  chapter  introduces  the  adulteress  again. 
Hence  vi.  1-19,  should  properly  stand  after  chap.  vii. 

3.  Yarious  paragraphs,  as  we  have  seen,  contain  groups  of 
ten  verses.  This  is  an  artificial  arrangement  which  could  not 
have  been  accidental.  Why  then  should  one  author  adopt  this 
law  only  in  some  places,  when  he  might  have  easily  carried  it 
through  the  whole  ? 

4.  The  diction,  style,  and  structure  of  verses  is  varied  in 
different  parts.  We  admit  that  this  might  have  proceeded 
from  one  and  the  same  gifted  writer,  varying  his  manner 
according  to  the  topic  or  to  taste,  lie  diversity,  however, 
between  the  second  chapter  and  >iii.  12-31,  hardly  comports 
with  identity  of  origin.^ 

A  careful  consideration  of  the  particulars  contained  in  i.  8-ix. 
will  shew,  that  there  is  an  orderly  arrangement  of  the  materials, 

^  Bertheau's  Gommentar,  Einleitung)  pp.  zzii.,  xziii. 
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and  a  connection  betraying  one  and  the  same  author.  His  tlieme 
is  one.  He  discusses  it  in  his  own  way,  approaching  it  gradually, 
and  after  treating  it,  returning  to  the  point  whence  he  set  out. 
He  admonishes  youth  against  adultery  in  the  fifth,  sixth,  and 
seventh  chapters.  But  this  he  comes  to  by  the  fear  of  God  as 
the  beginning  of  wisdom  (chap,  i.) ;  by  comparing  and  identify- 
ing the  fear  of  God  and  wisdom  itself  (chaps,  ii.-iv).  After 
the  main  theme,  he  returns  to  wisdom,  which  he  personifies  and 
praises  (viii.)>  contrasting  it  with  folly  (ix.)  Thus  all  centres  in 
one  and  the  same  object — the  fear  of  God,  and  wisdom  in  one 
important  practical  aspect.  In  some  places  the  arrangement  is 
artificial,  as  in  the  third  and  fourth  chapters  where  there  are 
three  strophes.     The  language  is  uniform,  confirming  uniti/  of 

authorship,  as  D^H  T^^^  (iii.  2 ;  iv.  10  ;  ix.  11),  The  repeti- 
tions agree  as  well  with  one  writer  as  several.  Indeed  they 
are  almost  unavoidable  in  the  discussion  of  the  same  theme 
carried  through  various  chapters,  provided  there  be  progression, 
as  is  the  case.  The  unknown  writer  is  eloquent,  graphic, 
pathetic.  His  descriptions  are  pertinent  and  admirable.  He 
uses  a  noble  simplicity.  The  hmguage  is  exceedingly  chaste, 
occasionally  rising  to  an  epic  fullness,  and  never  sinking  below 
the  subject.  It  is  easy  and  smooth.  Hebrew  literature  must 
have  been  in  a  flourishing  state  when  he  lived.^ 

But  though  we  hold  the  evidence  of  the  order  and  arrano^- 
ment  of  the  piece  as  well  as  of  the  diction  satisfactory  in  rela- 
tion to  one  writer,  there  are  portions  which  must  be  excepted, 
because  they  disturb  the  connection.  The  most  conspicuous  of 
these  is  vi.  1-19.  If  it  be  taken  away,  vi.  20  naturally  succeeds 
V.  23.  In  like  manner,  ix.  7-10  is  an  insertion  disturbing  the 
parts  between  which  it  stands  and  otherwise  evincing  a  different 
origin,  vi.  1-19  consists  of  four  independent  sections  loosely 
joined  together,  viz.,  1-5,  6-11,  12-15,  16-19.  These  seem  to 
proceed  from  as  many  writers ;  none  identical  with  the  author  of 
part  i.-ix.  It  is  very  improbable  that  such  intercalations  were 
made  by  the  writer  of  i.-ix.  They  are  inferior  in  thought  and 
style ;  later  in  origin.  He  would  not  have  put  them  where  they 
are,  had  he  found  them  already  existing.  They  belong  to  a 
succeeding  time.  From  these  observations  it  will  be  seen,  that 
we  cannot  believe  fully  in  Ewald's  opinion  of  the  unity  of  the 
piece,  nor  in  Bertheau's  of  its  disunion.  Delitzsch'  agrees  with 
the  former  in  the  main ;  but  arbitrarily  divides  the  whole  into 
what  he  terms  fifteen  Mashal-poems,  and  indulges  in  other 
minutisB  of  criticism  equally  fanciful. 

^  Hitsig,  Die  Spniche  Salomons,  pp.  3,  4. 

>  Herzog't  Encjklopaedie,  toI.  xiy.  p.  697,  et  seqq. 
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It  has  been  observed  that  some  things  in  i.--ix  resemble  pas- 
sages in  Job.     Thus,  iii.  25 : 

Be  not  afraid  of  sudden  fear, 

Neither  of  the  desolation  of  the  wicked  when  it  cometh, 

reminds  one  of  Job  v.  21 : 

Neither  shalt  thou  be  afiraid  of  destruction  when  it  cometh. 

Chap.  viii.  25 : 

Before  the  hills  was  I  brought  forth, 

compare  with  Job  xv.  7 : 

,  Wast  thou  made  before  the  hills  ? 

Compare  also  ii.  4,  14,  with  Job  iii.  21,  22  ;  iv.  12  with  Job 
xviii.  7;  iii.  11,  13,  with  Job  v.  17. 

These  coincidences  shew,  that  the  author  of  the  book  of  Job 
had  at  least  read  the  part  of  Proverbs  under  consideration. 
There  are  also  a  few  places  which  resemble  the  Song  of  Solomon. 
But  the  latter  is  older.  Song  of  Sol.  iv.  11,  seems  reflected  in 
Proverbs  v.  3  ;  and  viii.  7  in  vi.  35.  The  word  W^H  gold 
(iii.  13,  viii.  19)  which  ceased  to  be  used  in  the  8tn  century, 
together  with  the  old  form  ^JH  (iii.  28),  and  the  fact  of  this  part 
being  posterior  to  the  Song  of  Solomon  but  prior  to  Job,  point 
to  the  9th  century  as  the  date.  And  the  writer  seems  to  have 
lived  in  Jerusalem,  where  there  were  luxury  and  elegance  (vii. 
16,  17).    His  language  is  that  of  one  highly  cultivated. 

Was  Solomon  the  writer  of  i-ix  P  To  this  question  a  negative 
answer  must  be  given. 

The  title  of  the  second  part  assigns  it  to  Solomon.  It 
certainly  proceeded  from  another  person  than  the  author  of 
i.  8-ix.  The  parallelism  of  verses  is  different,  not  being  syno- 
nymous, but  antithetic  and  synthetic^  the  former  being  predomi- 
nant. The  poetical  character  of  the  first  is  much  higher.  The 
use  of  Elohim  too  never  appears  in  the  second  (ii.  5, 17).  Jeho- 
vah is  generally  used  in  all  places  of  the  book  except  in  the 
first  part  and  the  words  of  Agur  where  it  appears  but  seldom. 

It  IS  stated  in  1  Kings  iv.  32  that  Solomon  spake  3000  pro- 
verbs, of  which  many  were  probably  preserved.  We  cannot 
hold  their  number  to  be  apocryphal,  or  to  transcend  the  wisdom 
of  David's  son. 

The  views,  ideas,  modes  in  which  they  are  expressed,  the  usus 
loquendi  and  formulas  in  which  the  matter  is  put  are  similar 
throughout  this  portion.  Thus  what  gives  pleasure  to  the  fool 
and  the  righteous  respectively,  is  analogous  even  in  language 
(x.  23 ;  xiv.  9 ;  xv.  21).  So  with  self-satisfaction  (xiv.  12 ; 
xvi.  2 ;  xxi.  2).     Weights  and  measures  are  similarly  spoken  of 
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(xi,  1 ;  XX.  10,  23) ;  suretyship  (xi.  15 ;  xvii.  18 ;  xx.  16) ;  the 
simplicity  of  the  inexperienc^  (xiv.  15 ;  xxii.  3) ;  the  want  of 
friends  by  the  poor  man  (xiv.  20 ;  xix.  7) ;  and  contentment 
with  little  (xv.  17 ;  xvi.  8 ;  xvii.  1).  The  ideas  respecting  the 
correction  of  children  are  alike  (xiii.  24;  xix.  18;  xxii.  15). 
The  sacrifice  of  the  wicked  is  spoken  of  in  the  same  words  (xv. 
8;  xxi.  27).  Analogous  views  harmonise  in  expression,  as 
X.  15  and  xviii.  11 ;  xi.  13  and  xx.  19.  Sometimes  half  a  verse 
returns,  as  xiii.  2  from  xii.  14 ;  xviii.  11  from  x.  15 ;  xviii.  12 
from  XV.  33.  But  these  half  verses  do  not  always  retain  the 
same  places  (comp.  xvi.  5  with  xi.  21).  They  are  altered  some- 
what (comp.  xvi.  2  with  xxi.  2  ;  xiii.  14  with  xiv.  27) ;  so  that 
they  are  not  exactly  the  same  (comp.  xiv.  31  with  xvii.  5,  xv. 
13  with  xvii.  22).  The  language  is  also  of  the  same  t3rpe.  The 
same  figurative  expressions,  as  well  as  others  not  figurative, 
recur.  Wlioever,  for  example,  wrote  xx.  11,  wrote  also  xxi.  8. 
So  with  xiv.  26  and  xxi.  22.  A  well  of  life  is  repeatedly 
mentioned  (x.  11 ;  xvi.  22) ;  a  tree  of  life  (xi.  30 ;  xiii.  12 ; 
XV.  4) ;  wealth  got  hastily  (xiii.  11 ;  xx.  21)  ;  lips  of  know- 
ledge (xiv.  7;  XX.  15).  As  xi.  24  terminates  in  ^IDh©/  *5[K 
so  do  xiv.  23 ;  xxi.  5 ;  xxii.  16.  The  expression  "  snares  of 
death'*  is  placed  at  the  end  of  xiii.  14 ;  xiv.  27.  The  verb 
T1$,  used  of  the  same  kind  of  separation,  runs  through  four 
chapters,  as  xvi.  28,  xvii.  9,  xviii.  1,  xix  4. 

These  repetitions,  accompanied  as  they  are  with  greater  or 
less  variation,  are  adduced  by  Hitzig  as  evidences  of  one 
author.  In  addition  to  them  he  has  called  attention  to  several 
groups  of  verses  alike  in  number ;  and  to  sections  artificially 
made  up  of  the  same  number  multiplied  upon  another.  But 
these  latter  have  a  precarious  existence,  and  require  occasional 
and  arbitrary  alterations  of  the  text.^  The  question  turns  in 
some  degree  upon  the  fact  whether  one  writer  could  compose 
more  than  a  himdred  proverbs  or  pithy  sayings,  without  falling 
into  partial  repetitions.  Hitzig  thmks  he  could  not.  In  regard 
to  Solomon  we  differ  from  this  critic.  It  seems  to  us  very 
improbable  that  Solomon  would  repeat  himself  almost  or  alto- 
gether verbally. 

Such  likenesses  as  the  following  must  be  assigned  to  two 
authors ;  one  copying  the  other. 

Chap.  xiv.  12 : 

There  is  a  way  which  seemeth  right  unto  a  man ; 
But  the  end  thereof  are  the  ways  of  death, 

which  is  repeated  in  xvi.  25. 


1  Die  Spriiche  Salomo's,  p.  00  et  leqq. 
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Chap.  xvi.  2 : 

All  the  ways  of  a  man  are  clean  in  his  own  eyes, 

occurs  again  in  xxi.  2. 
Chap.  XV.  8 : 

The  sacrifice  of  the  wicked  is  an  abomination, 

is  repeated  in  xxi.  27. 
Chap.  xi.  13 : 

A  tale-bearer  revealeth  secrets, 

occurs  again  in  xx.  19. 

Such  verbal  repetitions^  at  least,  must  be  assigned  to  different 
writers^  one  imitating  the  other.     In  xxi.  19  we  find : 

It  is  better  to  dwell  in  the  wilderness, 

Than  with  a  contentious  and  an  angry  woman, 

which  is  nearly  the  same  as  xxi.  9  : 

It  is  better  to  dwell  in  the  comer  of  the  housetop 
Than  with  a  brawling  woman  in  a  wide  house. 

In  X.  1  we  read : 

A  wise  son  maketh  a  glad  father, 

which  is  repeated  in  xv.  20^ 
In  X.  2*  occurs : 

But  righteousness  delivereth  from  death, 

repeated  in  xi.  4^. 
Chap.  X.  15^  has: 

The  rich  man's  wealth  is  his  strong  city, 

which  occurs  in  xviii.  11^ 
In  XV.  33*  we  read : 

Before  honour  is  humility, 

which  returns  in  xviiL  12«. 
Chap.  xi.  21^  has^ 

Though  hand  join  in  hand  the  wicked  shall  not  be  unpunished. 

Chap.  xvi.  5*  repeats  it: 

Though  hand  join  in  hand  he  shall  not  be  unpunished. 

In  chap.  xiv.  31^  it  is  written : 

He  that  oppresseth  the  poor  reproaoheth  his  Maker, 

and  the  same  is  repeated  in  xvii.  5^ 
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Ohap.  xix.  12^  has  these  words : 

The  king's  wrath  is  as  the  roaring  of  a  lion, 

repeated  in  zx.  2.^ 

These  repetitions  could  hardly  have  proceeded  from  one 
author.  Yet  the  greater  part  of  the  division  in  question  was 
written  by  one.  Its  uniformity  of  diction  and  analogy  of  views 
points  to  one  principal  author.  Was  he  Solomon,  as  the  title 
says  P  It  has  been  supposed,  that  many  could  not  be  his  be- 
cause they  relate  to  private  and  rural  life,  since  he  was  not 
practically  familiar  with  the  one,  and  did  not  share  in  the 
other.  The  circxmistance  too,  that  not  a  few  sayings  concern 
other  relations  than  those  in  which  Solomon  lived,  excite  sus- 
picion against  his  being  the  writer;  such  as,  xvi.  10,  12-15; 
xix.  12 ;  XX.  2,  26,  28 ;  xxiii.  1-3 ;  apparently  shewing  the 
author  to  have  been  no  king.  Such  phenomena  are  not  conclu- 
sive, especially  as  they  are  confronted  by  others  of  an  opposite 
character.  The  historical  back-groimd  in  various  proverbs  of 
this  division  presupposes  that  royalty  in  Israel  corresponded  to 
its  proper  idea.  The  king  is  described  on  the  whole  as  one 
favourable  to  his  intelligent  servants,  averse  to  evil,  and  taking 
pleasure  in  justice  (xiv.  35 ;  xvi.  12,  13 ;  xx.  8,  26 ;  xxiv.  11). 
Such  language  could  only  be  appropriate  in  the  flourishing  time 
of  royalty — ^uiat  of  David  and  Solomon — when  the  ideal  of  king- 
ship was  as  pure  as  it  ever  appeared.  The  theocratic  spirit 
then  prevailed;  and  righteousness  had  penetrated  the  li^  of 
the  people.  Besides,  the  character  and  diction  of  the  proverbs 
indicate  an  older  type  than  that  which  appears  in  i.  8-ix. 
They  are  energetic,  striking,  abrupt,  pregnant,  obscure,  per- 
vaded by  less  precision,  regularity,  and  fullness,  as  is  natural  in 
the  incipient  state  of  gnomic  literature.^ 

Agreeably  to  Jewish  tradition,  and  in  the  absence  of  proof 
to  the  contrary  we  are  inclined  to  assign  the  greatest  part 
of  the  division  to  Solomon  as  its  author.  It  is  likely,  how- 
ever, that  he  himself  did  not  put  aU  his  own  proverbs  into 
their  present  form.  A  later  compiler  made  up  the  present 
division  by  collecting  that  monarch's  oral  and  written  sayings. 
Along  with  Solomon's  he  incorporated  others  which  he  was  not 
able  to  separate  from  the  authentic  ones.  And  he  may  have 
added  some  of  his  own.  That  he  intended  to  put  the  whole 
into  good  order  is  contradicted  by  the  verbal  repetitions  allowed 
to  remain.  Having  no  means  of  sifting  the  sources  with  in- 
fallible accuracy,  some  proverbs  not  Solomon's  were  left.  The 
two  kinds  of  parallelism  in  chapters  x.~xv.  and  xvi.~xxii.  16, 
the  former  antithetic,  the  latter  synthetic,  are  compatible  with 

1  See  Elster,  Commentar  aeber  die  Salomoniiche  SprCLche,  page  10. 
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the  same  writer ;  and  need  not,  with  Stuart/  be  referred  to  him 
at  different  times.  The  bi-membral  verses  throughout  indicate 
the  same  hand.  Our  observations  tend  to  shew  that  this  di- 
vision belong  for  the  most  part  to  the  end  of  the  tenth  century, 
preceding  the  former  by  a  considerable  interval— one  of  about  a 
hundred  years.  It  certainly  bears  decided  marks  of  antiquity. 
Hitzig,  however,  assigns  it  to  the  eighth  century,  on  the 
ground  of  form,  language,  and  relations  of  time.  That  conclu- 
sion cannot  be  sustained.  It  is  above  a  century  older  than  the 
first  part,  not  later.  Ewald  with  his  usual  sagacity  has  assumed 
a  considerable  interval  between  the  two  divisions,  putting  the 
second  prior  to  the  first.  The  redaction  of  it  could  not  have 
been  very  remote  in  time  from  that  of  the  first  part. 

The  third  part,  viz.  xxii.  I7-xxiv.  was  not  written  by 
Solomon.  It  exhibits  two  notices  in  which  it  professes  to  con- 
tain "words  of  the  wise"  i.e.  xxii.  17  and  xxiv.  23.  This  shews 
that  it  consists  of  two  smaller  collections,  xxii.  22-xxiv.  22,  and 
xxiv.  23-34.  The  verses  xxii.  17-21  were  prefixed  by  the  com- 
piler himself,  who  says,  "  that  thy  trust  may  be  in  the  Lord,  I 
have  made  known  to  thee  this  day,  even  to  thee"  (19) ;  and, 
"  Have  not  I  written  to  thee  the  day  before  yesterday  concerning 
counsel  and  knowledge"  (20)  P  Herzfeld  conjectures  that  xxiv. 
23-34  also  proceeded  from  this  compiler.^ 

The  writer  is  a  preacher  of  morality  who  assumes  a  warning 
and  admonitory  tone  throughout.     Hence  his  sayings  so  often 

begin  with  7K.  Seventeen  times  in  eighty-two  verses  does  this 
negative  particle  occur  ;  while  it  appears  but  twice  in  the  twelve 
chapters  of  the  second  part  (xx.  13,  22).  The  writer  seems  to 
have  drawn  these  apophtnegms  of  the  wise  men  from  recollection ; 
putting  them'down  after  his  own  manner.  The  diction  is  uni- 
form, and  has  a  peculiarity  which  appears  but  seldom  in  the 
other  parts,  viz.,  the  making  the  subject  or  object  emphatic  by 
repeating  the  pronoun,  as  xxii.  19 : 

That  thy  trust  may  be  in  the  Lord, 

I  have  made  known  to  thee  this  day,  even  to  thee. 

See  also  xxiii.  14,  16,  19,  20,  28;  xxiv.  6,  27,  32.  One 
thing  is  clear,  viz.,  that  there  is  a  difierent  authorship  from 
that  of  the  second  part.  The  structure  of  the  verses  is  dif- 
ferent, being  much  more  irregular.  The  even  proportion  of 
two  members  in  a  verse  is  often  interrupted ;  and  parallelism 
almost  disappears.  Unlike  the  former,  in  which  a  verse  is 
rounded  off  in  two  members,  verses  consisting  of  seven  words 

>  Commentary,  Introduction,  pp.  30,  81. 
s  Gfeschichte  dee  Yolkes  Israel,  p.  283. 
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are  interspersed  among  others  containing  eight,  nine,  eleven,  and 
even  fourteen.  A  verse  often  becomes  three-membered,  being 
antithetic  in  the  last  two  members  (xxii.  29 ;  xxiii.  31).  Besides, 
a  sentence  or  proverb  is  seldom  completed  in  a  single  verse.  It 
occupies  two,  three,  and  even  five  (xxiv.  30-34).  Proverbs  too 
of  similar  import  are  not  usually  arranged  so  as  to  form  a  com- 
pleted course  of  admonitions.  Unlike  the  second  part,  the 
appeal  my  son  appears  here  (xxiii.  19,  26 ;  xxiv.  13) ;  and  the 
warning  is  frequently  addressed  to  a  hearer  in  the  second  person. 
Only  once  does  mt/  son  appear  in  x.-xxii.  16. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  warning  in  xxii.  28  recurs  in 
xxiii.  10 ;  in  the  latter  place  in  a  later  form,  xxiii.  6  is  repeated 
from  verse  3 ;  and  xxiv.  14  from  xxiii.  18.  Such  repetitions, 
together  with  the  insignificance  of  expression  in  xxiv.  24,  25  : 

He  fhat  saith  unto  the  wicked,  THou  art  righteous, 
Him  shall  the  people  curse ;  nations  shall  Ahor  him. 
But  to  them  that  rehuke  him  shall  he  deUght, 
And  a  good  blessing  shaU  eome  upon  them  ; 

and  the  want  of  proper  grouping  in  xxiii.  13  (comp.  ver.  15) 
evince  a  poverty  oi  mind  which  corresponds  to  the  almost  prosaic 
diction  and  belongs  to  times  of  declining  national  taste.  The 
language  is  tolerably  late,  and  contains  a  few  Aramaeisms,  as 

tpBp  (xxii.  21)  and  ^jfe^  (xxiii.  2) ;  "^WVi  is  used  in  an  Ara- 
maean sense  (xxii.  29) ;  0^^1121  for  HH^IS  (xxiii.  28)  and  the 
reverse  JllSyiP??  (xxiii.  3,  6)  for  U*^f$ytplQ  are  later  peculiari- 
ties. So  too  the  retention  of  n  in  I^^H/  and  y  for  5  (xxiii. 
4).  These  phenomena,  however,  are  hardly  sufficient  to  place 
the  division  in  or  after  the  time  of  the  exHe.  Did  the  Syri- 
asms  occur  in  greater  number,  or  constructions  confessedly  late 
strike  the  reader  more  frequently,  we  should  not  hesitate  to 
bring  down  the  authorship  aiter  tne  captivity ;  but  the  grounds 
for  doing^so  are  too  precarious.  Hence  Hitzig  cannot  be  fol- 
lowed. His  proofs  of  such  late  origin  are  too  shadowy.  There 
is  no  sufficient  evidence  that  the  writer  of  xxiii.  or  xxiv.  had 
read  Deuteronomy  in  its  present  form,  or  belonged  to  the  time 
of  the  thirty-seventh  psalm ;  or  that  xxiii.  11  was  contemporary 
with  Jer.  1.  34.  The  prophet  is  known  to  have  imitated  and 
copied  preceding  writers.  Hence  we  cannot  see  any  proper 
evidence  for  bnnging  the  date  of  the  piece  to  the  iPersian 
monarchjjr,  or  after  53^5  B.C.,  as  Hitzig  does^.  Neither  ideas 
nor  diction  point  to  it.  The  time  of  composition  was  before 
the  exile,  but  later  than  Hezekiah, 
The  fourth  part  (xxv.-xxix.)  contains  the  proverbs  of  Solo- 

^  Die  Spniohe  Salomo's,  p.  226  et  seq. 
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mon  whicli  the  men  of  Hezekiah  copied  out.  Here  many  pro- 
verbs oocurring  in  the  second  part  are  repeated  with  slight 
deviations.    Thus  xxv.  24 : 

It  is  better  to  dwell  in  the  comer  of  the  housetop 
Than  with  a  brawling  woman  and  in  a  wide  house, 

is  nearly  the  same  as  xxi.  9  : 

It  is  better  to  dwell  in  a  comer  of  the  housetop 
Than  with  a  brawling  woman  in  a  wide  house. 

Chap  xxvi.  13 : 

The  slothful  man  saith, 
There  is  a  lion  in  the  way ; 
A  Uon  in  the  streets, 

is  almost  identical  with  xxii.  13 : 

The  slothful  man  saith, 

There  is  a  lion  without ; 

I  shall  be  slain  in  the  streets. 

Compare  also  xxvi.  15  with  xix.  24 ;  xxvi.  22  with  xviii.  8 ; 
xxvii.  13  with  XX,  16 ;  xxvii.  16  with  xix.  13 ;  xxvii.  21  with 
xvii.  3 ;  xxviii.  6  with  xix.  1 ;  xxviii.  19  with  xii.  11 ;  xxix.  22 
with  XV.  18.  There  is  but  one  proverb  in  the  third  part 
repeated  here,  viz,,  xxviii.  21  compared  with  xxiv.  23.^ 

Only  once  is  the  same  proverb  repeated  in  the  division  itself, 
with  a  slight  variation. 

Chap.  xxvi.  12 : 

Seest  thou  a  man  wise  in  his  own  oonoeit  ? 
There  is  more  hope  of  a  fool  than  of  him. 

Chap.  xxix.  20 : 

Seert  thou  man  that  is  hasty  in  his  words  f 
There  is  more  hope  of  a  fool  than  of  him. 

In  a  few  cases  there  are  varieties  of  the  same  proverb,  shew- 
ing that  it  had  passed  through  different  hands  by  which  it  was 
modified ;  as,  xxviii.  12  : 

When  righteous  men  do  rcjdioe,  there  is  great  glory ; 
But  when  the  wicked  rise,  a  man  is  hiddoi. 


Chap,  xxviii.  28 : 


When  the  wicked  rise,  men  hide  themselves ; 
But  when  they  perish,  the  righteous  increase. 


Chap.  xxix.  2 : 


When  the  righteous  are  in  authority,  the  people  rejoice ; 
But  when  the  wicked  beareth  rule,  the  people  mourn. 

>  See  Belitzsch  in  Herzog's  Enoyklopaedie,  ziy.  p.  705. 
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Solomon  himself  could  scarcely  have  been  the  author  of  all 
the  proverbs  in  this  division.  Some  of  them  manifest  another 
origin.  Thus  xxv.  2-7  betr^s  a  man  who  had  lived  at  court, 
but  was  no  king  himself.  In  like  manner  zxviii.  16  censures 
the  very  vices  that  stained  Solomon's  reign.  From  the  simi- 
larity of  many  proverbs  in  the  portion  before  us  to  others  in 
the  second  part,  it  seems  probable  that  the  collectors  whom  Heze- 
kiah  commissioned  to  gather  these  wise  sayings  used  in  part 
the  same  sources  as  the  compiler  of  the  second  division.  That 
such  sources  were  written  ones  is  implied  in  the  word  ^p^i^yTl 

transcribed — transferred  from  one  book  to  another  (xxv.  1).  But 
the  use  of  it  should  not  be  pressed  so  far  as  to  exclude  oral 
sources,  which  were  probably  employed  in  addition  to  the 
written.  Hitzig  incorrectly  explains  it  of  oral  sources  only.^ 
In  the  progress  of  time  many  proverbs  in  the  mouths  of  the 
people  had  come  to  be  attributed  to  the  wise  monarch.  This 
nappened  more  readily  in  proportion  to  the  interval  of  time 
from  the  age  of  Solomon.  These  wise  men  of  Hezekiah 
could  not  separate  what  belonged  to  the  king  and  what  were 
improperly  assigned  to  him.  There  is  no  good  reason  for 
attributing  the  greater  part  to  the  kingdom  of  Ephraim.  It 
is  true  that  in  the  a^  of  Hezekiah  tne  northern  monarchy 
came  to  an  end ;  but  it  is  a  mere  hypothesis  that  the  king  of 
Judah  sent  men  to  save  the  literary  treasures  existing  in  the 
mouth  of  the  people  from  destruction,  by  having  them  written 
down.  The  critic  in  question  asserts  that  the  language  has 
many  peculiarities  which  point  away  from  Judah ;  but  lails  to 
justify  his  assertion.  That  in  xxv.  11  the  Ephraimite  expres- 
sion stands  for  the  Jewish  in  xxv.  12  may  be  doubted.    And 

even  if  vO  ^^^  ^^  feminine  (xxv.  12)  occurs  only  in  a  north- 
Israel  author ;  /HIS^  (xxvi.  13)  only  in  Hosea  and  Job ;  and 
^V^  in  the  passive  for  "l^l^pil,  they  are  slender  proof  of  a 

north-Israel  origin  for  the  whole  piece.  But  indeed  their 
Ephraimite  characteristics  may  be  questioned.  The  inscription 
fixes  the  copying  to  the  last  quarter  of  the  eiehth  century. 

The  commencement  of  the  division  dbiews  that  it  was  meant  as 
an  appendix,  Dd.  Why  it  stands  after  the  third,  instead  of  the 
second  part  it  is  difficult  to  tell. 

The  reader  will  now  see  the  error  of  putting  i.-xxix.  together 
and  attributing  the  whole  to  Solomon.  When  unscientific  critics 
like  Hahn  and  Keil  do  so,  and  even  imdertake  to  defend  their 
position ;  what  can  be  said  of  them,  except  that  they  i^ore 
the  phenomena  on  which  right  criticism  bases  its  conclusions  P 

1  Die  Spriidie,  p.  258. 
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Keil's  paragrapli  in  his  Introdactioii  relating  to  this  point  is 
radically  incorrect.^ 

Even  Delitzsch'  fails  to  support  him  in  the  bdief  that  the 
same  Solomonic  stamp  belongs  to  L-xxix.  It  is  tme  that  the 
first  part  is  connected  with  the  second  by  similarity  of  words 
and  expressions.  But  the  majority  resolve  themselves  into  imi- 
tation. The  gifted  writer  of  L  8-ix  drank  deep  into  the  spirit 
of  Solomon's  proverbs  in  x.  1-xxii.  16,  and  therefore  his  style 
resembles  theirs.  Thus  xix.  27  may  be  regarded  as  the  germ 
oat  of  which  arose  the  hortatory  connsels  to  the  son,  contained 
in  L-ix. ;  and  xiv.  1  famished  occasion  for  the  allegory  of  the 
wise  and  fooUsh  women  in  the  ninth  chapter.  And  the  first 
part  has  many  words  peculiar  to  itself,  as  HQIp  discretion^  pru-- 
dencCf  in  the  singalar  number,  i.  4 ;  iii.  20.  JlDTP  prudence^ 
i.  4 ;  viiL  6,  12.    ny7&  ophorism,  i.  6.     /SQJi  ««y,  iL  9 ;  iv. 

11,  26.  n^iSJO  the  same,  iL  15,  18;  v.  6,  21.  jlE^K  f^k  of 
the  eye,  viL  2,  9.    t\T^^  the  throat,  i.  9 ;  iii.  3,  21 ;  vL  21 ; 

the  verb  Tijyti  to  come,  I  27.  th$  ^o  weigh,  iv.  26 ;  v.  6,  21. 
np^  to  deviate,  iv.  15 ;  vii.  25.     Synonymous  words  are  also 

accumulated,  as  congregation  and  assembly,  v.  14 ;  loving  hind  and 
pkasant  roe,  v.  19  ;  thy  flesh  and  thy  body,  v.  11 ;  guide,  overseer, 
or  ruler,  vi.  7 ;  in  the  twilight,  in  the  evening,  in  tlhe  black  and 
dark  night,  vii.  9 ;  pride  and  arrogancy,  viii  13 ;  rejoicing  in  the 
habitable  part  of  his  earth,  and  my  delights  tvere  with  the  sons  of 
men,  viiL  31 ;  in  a  way  peculiar  to  this  division.  Hence  we 
cannot  hold  with  Keil  the  common  authorship  of  L  8-ix,  and 
x.-xxii.  16 ;  but  believe,  with  Delitzsch'  and  others,  that  they 
originated  at  different  times.  And  that  x.-xxii.  16,  and  xxv.- 
xxix.  betray  one  source  we  cannot  perceive.  Delitzsch  has  suc- 
ceeded in  shewing  that  there  is  much  similarity  of  expression 
between  the  two  .collections,  and  in  proving  that  several  peculi- 
arities of  the  former  division,  adduc^  as  such  by  Ewald,  appear 
also  in  the  latter.^  But  he  fails  to  explain  away  the  singulcmitv 
of  ^  at  the  beginning  of  Proverbs  in  x.-xxii.  16  (xL  24 ;  xii. 
18  ;  xiii.  7,  23 ;  xiv.  12 ;  xvi.  25  ;  xviii.  £4 ;  xx.  16),  a  pheno- 
menon wholly  foreign  to  the  remainder  of  the  booK.  In  like 
manner,  the  phrases  D^*n  l\pt2  x.  11 ;  xiii.  14 ;  xiv.  27 ;  xvi. 

22.  D**ri  Vy  xi.  30 ;  xiii.  12 ;  xv.  4.  HftHO  destruction,  x. 
14,  16 ;  xiii.  3 ;  xiv.  28 ;  xviii.  7 ;  xxi.  'l5.*  H^BJ  xii.  17 ; 
xiv.  5,  25;  xix.  5,  9.    Cj^p  xiii.  6;  xix.  3;  xxi.  12rxxii  12; 

1  Einleitang,  {  117,  p.  349,  et.  seqq.    See  also  in  Hayemick's  Einleitimg,  p.  892 
et  seqq. 

«  In  Herzog,  toI  lir.  p.  710.  »  Ibid.  *  Ibid,  p.  709. 
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and  C|7p  xi.  3;  xv.  4,  cannot  be  called  accidental,  but  are 
rather  characteristic  of  the  writer ;  since  they  do  not  appear  in 
xxv.-xxix.  We  admit  that  many  words  are  common  to  the 
two  divisions.  But  the  cause  does  not  lie  in  identity  of  author- 
ship merely.  It  should  be  chiefly  sought  in  imitation.  While 
therefore  it  is  probable  that  some  psurts  of  xxv.-xxix.  are  the 
authentic  sayings  of  Solomon,  others,  and  those  the  most 
numerous,  are  of  a  different  origin  and  later.  The  ideas,  con- 
formation, and  character  of  the  proverbs  distinguish  them  from 
those  in  x.-xxii.  16.  They  approach  nearer  to  sayings  of  the 
common  people.^ 

The  fifth  part  containing  the  words  of  Agur,  (xxx.)  is  a  loose 
appendix  to  the  preceding.  Who  Agur  was  we  cannot  tell, 
except  that  he  was  probably  one  of  the  tciae  men,  some  of  whose 
sayings  are  given  in  other  parts  of  the  book.  According  to  the 
English  version,  Agur  the  son  of  Jakeh  delivered  the  precepts 
to  Ithiel  and  Ucal.  Jerome  and  some  Rabbins  thought  Agur  a 
symbolical  name  for  Solomon.  This  does  not  agree  with  verses 
2,  3,  8.     The  title  runs  thus  in  the  Hebrew  text :    n^UN  ^'53*?f 

^5'  S^N)  h^'TTH^  hvi'ry'ih  ^^  DW  nTO  njjrp/ which 

can  only  be  translated,  ''  the  words  of  Agur  son  of  Jakeh,  the 
prophecy,  the  oracle  of  the  man,  for  Ithiel,  for  Ithiel  and  Ucal, 
for  etc.'^  Yarious  things  render  this  reading  suspicious.  In 
the  first  place,  no  less  than  three  phrases  are  applied  to  the  same 
thing  viz.  the  words  of  Agur,  the  prophecy,  the  oracle  ;  and 
secondly,  the  name  Ithiel  is  repeated  with  TTcal.  Besides  a 
mashal  begins  with  ^2^  a  particle  that  can  scarcely  be  rendered 

surely.  The  oldest  authorities  translate  the  words  very  differ- 
ently from  the  English  yersion.  Thus  the  LXX.  have,  raZe. 
Xey€(  6  avrjp  rot?  irurrevown,  Qe^  koL  iravofiai,  thus  saith  the  man 
to  them  who  believe  God,  and  I  cease.  The  Yulgate  has.  Verba 
congregantis  filii  Vomentis,  visio  quam  locutus  est  vtr,  cum  quo  est 
Deus,  et  qui  Deo  secum  morante  eonfortahcs,  ait.    Ewald  makes 

73X  and  7t<^JTK,  into  the  symbolical  names,  I-am-strong 
and   Ood'toith-me,  which  were  formed   by  the  poet  himself. 

According  to  this  7DX1  is  the  first  person  imperfect  of  7bj,  as 
the  Septuagint,  Yulgate,  and  Peshito  understand  it.    But  that 

person  is  in  all  other  cases  7DM  not  /M»  Besides,  the  person 
spoken  to,  or  for  whom  the  oracle  is  delivered,  is  never 
given  elsewhere  with  tUti).  The  peculiarity  of  ^ip  beginning  a 
proverb  also  remains.  We  must  therefore  have  recourse  to  o^er 
means  of  clearing  up  the  text ;  either  by  altering  the  consonantSj 

^  Ewald,  Die  Dichter  des  altea  Bnndei,  yieiter  Theil,  p.  31  et  leqq. 
VOL.  n.  22 


338  THE  BOOK  OF  PROVERBS. 

or  the  vowels,  or  both.  By  changing  the  vowels  alone  Hitzig, 
whom  Bertheau  foUows,  brings  out  the  sense  thus  : 

The  words  of  Agar  son  of  her  obeyed  in  Massa,  thus  saith  the 
man,  "I  have  laboured  in  vain  for  God,  I  have  laboured  in 
vain  for  God,  and  became  weak/'  In  this  manner  a  reason  is 
given  for  what  follows,  ^5  /^>  ®^»  H®  ^^^  toiled  to  find  out 
God,  and  his  strength  had  failed  him  through  intense  longing 
to  reach  the  object  of  his  striving.  The  beginning  of  xxxi.  1, 
may  also  be  translated,  "  the  words  of  Lemuel  king  of  Massa, 
which  his  mother  taught  him.'*  Such  is  the  view  first  pro- 
posed by  Hitzig  in  Zeller's  Jahrbb.  (1844). 

We  object  to  this  ingenious  emendation,  because  MB^  ^p?  19 

"the  son  of  her  to  whom  obedience  was  given  in  Massa"  is  bad 
Hebrew.     Making  the  slight  change  of  MB^t)  for  MB^H  we 

render,  "  the  words  of  Agur  son  of  Jakeh  of  Massa ;  the  oracle 
of  the  man ;  I  am  weary,  O  God,  I  am  weary,  0  God,  and  am 
become  weak.''     In  xxxi.  1,  the  word  H^^  is  not  a  proper 

name,  because  M&^O  ^t^  7($^/  ''liomuel  king  of  Massa"  is 

not  Hebrew.  To  make  it  good  Hebrew  *t|7p  should  have  the 
article  prefixed.  The  true  rendering  is,  "  the  words  of  King 
Lemuel ;  the  oracle  which  his  mother,"  etc.  According  to  our 
version  it  is  not  said  that  Agur  was  son  of  the  queen  of  Massa ; 
nor  can  Lemuel  have  been  a  non-reigning  brother. 

Bunsen  takes  Hammassa  as  Sammassai  supposing  that  pod 
was  dropped  at  the  end,  and  interprets  it  as  a  Gentile  noun 
"  the  man  of  Massa."  The  toorda  of  Agur,  son  of  Jakeh,  the  man 
of  Massa,  He  appeals  to  the  analogous  Dammesek  in  Gen. 
XV.  2  which  he  takes  as  if  it  were  Dammaski,  the  Damascene.^ 
But  we  regard  T^^IS^  M^il  there  as  a  gloss  inserted  by  some  later 
interpreter  to  explain  the  unintelligible  p^p.  Without  the 
insertion,  the  sense  is  clear,  tJie  son  of  possession,  i.e.,  possessor  of 
my  house  is  Eliezer.     Grammatically,  the  text  as  it  stands  can 

only  mean,  Damascus,  a  dty  of  JEliezer ;  as  S^^*  T\S^  (1  Sam. 
xi.  4)  Oibeah  of  Saul,  shews. 

Where  then  is  the  kingdom  of  Massa  to  be  found  P  The  word 
occurs  in  Gen.  xxv.  14,  and  1  Chron.  i.  30.  It  is  there  asso- 
ciated with  Dumah,  and  placed  among  the  Ishmaelite  lands  or 
peoples.  We  are  informed  in  1  Chron.  iv.  39-43  that  certain 
Simeonites  went  to  the  district  south  of  Judah^  in  the  time  of  king 

»  Bibelwcrk,  I.,  pp.  178, 179. 
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Hezekiah ;  destroyed  the  inhabitants  of  it^  and  settled  down  in 
their  room  ;  and  that  500  Simeonites  went  to  mount  Seir^  smote 
the  rest  of  the  Amalekites  and  dwelt  there.  It  is  very  probable 
that  these  Simeonites  founded  the  kingdom  of  Massa.  Hence  it 
was  in  mount  Seir,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dumah^  It  is 
difficult  to  tell  whether  these  saymgs  of  Agur  are  extracts  from  a 
larger  work ;  or  were  found  in  their  present  state  by  him  who 
appended  them.     We  incline  to  the  former  yiew. 

The  sixth  part,  chap.  xxxi.  1-9  contains  the  words  of  Lemuel 
which  his  mother  is  said  to  have  taught  him.  The  name  is  the 
older  form  of  Nemuel,  Simeon's  first-bom  (1  Chron.  iv.  24  ;  Num. 
xxyi.  12).  It  is  only  conjecture  that  the  mother  of  Lemuel  was 
queen  of  Massa ;  and  that  Agur  and  Lemuel  were  brothers.  Like 
Agur,  the  latter  was  one  of  those  styled  the  wise.  We  cannot 
with  Ewald  and  Keil  look  upon  Lemuel  as  a  symbolical  name  of 

Solomon ;  supposing  that  vi|$1237  as  it  is  pointed  in  the  fourth 
verse,  means  to  Ood,  i.e.  devoted  to  OodJ*  The  contents  and 
titles  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  parts  shew  that  they  were  drawn 
from  the  same  source ;  probably  a  large  collection  of  the  wts$ 
men's  sayings^  They  shew  great  similarity,  and  might  be  con- 
sidered as  one  piece  of  the  whole  book. 

The  Septuagint  divides  xxx.  1-14  from  xxx.  15,  etc.,  putting 
it  before  xxiv.  23,  and  xxx.  15-xxxi.  9  before  xxv.  It  has  also 
before  xxiv.  23  four  proverbs  which  are  not  in  the  Hebrew : 

1  A  Bon  that  keepe  the  word  shall  escape  deetruction ; 
And  he  that  receiYes  it,  receiyes  Him. 

2  From  no  tongue  let  a  lie  be  spoken  against  the  king, 
Since  a  lie  never  comes  from  his  tongue. 

8  The  king's  tonfne  is  a  sword  and  not  one  of  flesh ; 
Whosoeyer  shall  be  deliyered  to  it,  will  be  broken  to  pieces. 

4  If  his  wrath  should  be  kindled,  it  consumes  the  neryes  of  a  man, 
Deyours  his  bones  and  bums  as  a  flame, 
So  that  they  are  inedible  by  the  young  eagles. 

There  are  good  reasons  for  believing  that  these  proverbs  stood 
at  first  in  the  place  they  now  occupy,  and  that  they  were  lost 
out  of  the  Hebrew  text  by  mistake.  They  are  worthy  of  their 
position  in  the  book.  Hence  the  verses  belone  to  the  division 
xxii.  17-xxiv,  or  to  the  former  section  of  it.  There  is  no  reason 
for  doubting  that  they  disappeared  from  the  Hebrew ;  because 
the  LXX.  have  preserved  many  others  from  the  tenth  chapter 
onwards,  which  are  not  in  our  present  Hebrew  text. 

The  seventh  part,  containing  the  fine  poem  xxxi.  10-31,  is 

>  See  Hitziff,  Die  Spriiche  Salome's,  page  310  et  seqq. 
*  See  Ewald,  Sprucne  Salomons,  Kohelet,  p.  173. 
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alphabetical.  The  author  is  unknown.  In  style  and  subject 
it  is  different  from  the  two  preceding  pieces,  and  must  have 
been  drawn  from  a  different  source.  Being  alphabetical,  its 
oriffin  is  comparatively  late.  In  the  eyes  of  Hitzig  it  exhibits 
a  few  expressions  sufficient  to  bring  it  down  to  a  period  after 
Alexander.^  If  so,  Ecclesiastes  and  it  would  be  nearly  contem- 
porary. But  there  is  no  good  reason  for  this.  Neither  diction 
nor  orthography  warrants  the  conclusion.  The  latest  to  which 
it  can  be  referred  is  the  sixth  century. 

We  have  thus  seen  that  the  contents  of  the  book  were  com- 
posed at  different  times,  beginning  with  that  of  Solomon  and 
reaching  down  till  more  than  three  centuries  after.  One  person 
arranged  the  various  pieces  in  their  present  form.  The  separate 
collections  arose  now  and  again.  In  the  introduction  i.  1-7  the 
compiler  says,  that  he  intends  to  give  not  only  the  proverbs  of 
Solomon,  but  the  words  of  the  wise  and  their  dark  sayings. 
This  implies  that  he  had  xxii.  17-xxiv.  in  his  mind,  as  well  as 
x.-xxii.  16.  The  entire  work  was  arranged  and  completed  by 
one  and  the  same  person,  in  the  sixth  century,  after  tne  return 
from  captivity.  Of  course  different  parts  had  been  collected 
and  excerpted  by  preceding  litertiry  men ;  among  the  rest  chaps, 
i.-ix.  which  we  cannot,  with  Bleek,*  suppose  to  have  been  com- 
posed by  the  final  redactor  of  the  whole.  The  reason  why  the 
general  title  is  Proverbs  of  Solomon  may  lie  in  the  fact  that  the 
nucleus  of  the  work  is  his.  A  potiori  fit  denomination  So  the 
book  of  Psalms  is  often  called  the  Psalms  of  David;  although 
David  did  not  write  them  all.  Or,  if  the  principle  in  question 
does  not  strictly  apply — ^if  the  ra^ority  of  the  746  verses  con- 
tained in  the  book  be  not  really  Solomon's,  analogy  comes  to 
our  aid  and  justifies  the  hypothesis  that  the  sayings  of  different 
wise  men  have  been  put  together  with  the  name  of  one  cele- 
brated author  prefixed.  Every  nation  has  done  so.  The  Greeks 
attributed  to  Pythagoras  many  golden  sayings  which  proceeded 
from  others.  The  north  assigned  to  Odin,  their  wisest  king,  aU 
its  moral  precepts.  The  Arabic  sentences  of  Meidani,  Abu 
Obaid,  and  Mophaddel  are  compilations,  containing  more  than 
belongs  to  these  sages  themselves.  According  to  tradition 
Lokmann  is  the  author  of  some.  Thus  the  Hebrews  appro- 
priated their  proverbs  to  Solomon  their  wisest  king,  because  it 
was  well  known  that  he  had  excelled  in  this  sort  of  philosophic 
poetry. 

V.  State  of  the  text. — ^The  text  of  the  book  is  not  in  a 
correct  state,  having  suffered  considerably  from  transcribers  and 
others.     The  Hebrew,  however,  is  better  than  the  Septuagint ; 

^  Die  Spriiolie  Saldino's,  p.  334.  *  Emleitimg,  p.  636. 
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though  the  latter  sometimes  supplies  the  means  of  obtaining  the 
original  reading.  The  corruption  is  most  apparent  in  the  first 
part.  At  the  present  time  it  is  all  but  hopeless  to  arrive  at  the 
primary  text  in  many  instances.  Even  the  higher  criticism  fails 
in  the  effort.  The  Septuagint  puts  the  thirtieth  and  thirty-first 
chapters  before  xxiv.  23-xxv.  1 :  thus,  xxiv.  22  (Heb.) ;  xxix. 
27-xxx.  1-14;  xxiv.  23-34;  xxx.  16-33;  xxxi.  1-9;  xxv.  1, 
etc.  (Heb.).  In  various  cases  members,  and  even  whole  verses, 
have  been  inserted,  which  must  be  ejected  from  the  text.  At 
other  times,  they  have  dropped  out,  and  must  be  supplied. 
VI.  Nature  and  CHARACTERisncs  of  Proverbs  generally, 

AND   OF    THE  HeBREW  PrOVERBS    IN   PARTICULAR. — The   USO   of 

Eroverbs  has  prevailed  in  all  countries.  Certain  stages  of  the 
istory  of  nations  are  highly  favourable  to  their  reception 
and  popularity.  When  the  sciences  were  little  cultivated,  and 
composition  had  not  been  subjected  to  critical  refinements, 
they  were  readily  adopted.  Their  usefulness  is  most  felt  in 
an  unsophisticated  state  of  society,  when  the  modifications  of 
artificial  life  are  few,  and  the  manners  of  men  unaffected.  In 
such  circumstances,  general  rules  furnish  a  safe  and  easy 
guidance ;  because  men  are  neither  able  nor  willing  to  perplex 
themselves  with  minute  circumstances,  or  to  seek  out  cavils. 
Short  and  plain  directions  suffice.  In  regulating  public  and 
private  affairs ;  in  correcting  the  vices  and  curbing  the  passions 
of  the  multitude,  they  were  often  employed  with  great  success. 
Such  proverbial  sayings  were  handed  down  orally;  and  were 
easily  remembered  because  called  into  constant  use.  They 
required  no  effort  or  art  to  impress  conviction.  Their  pointed- 
ness  made  them  easily  understood;  and  their  brevity  secured 
remembrance.  Conciseness  is  necessary.  But  the  manner  of 
conveying  the  leading  idea  is  very  varied,  depending  as  it  does 
on  the  taste  of  the  writer.  Plainness  of  expression  is  generally 
adopted,  because  there  are  no  intricacies  to  be  investigated. 
Occasions,  however,  arise  in  which  some  ornament  may  be  be- 
stowed on  them. 

The  estimation  in  which  this  kind  of  composition  was  held  in 
ancient  times  appears  from  the  fact,  that  proverbs  were  uttered 
in  oracles,  by  legislators,  by  lyric  and  epic  poets.  Indeed  the 
title  of  wisdom  was  appropriated  to  proverbial  instruction.  And 
it  deserved  the  appellation,  because  it  pointed  out  what  man's 
duty  required  him  to  perform,  or  his  highest  interest  to  pursue. 
Accordingly  the  moral  aphorisms  of  the  seven  wise  men  of 
Greece  have  been  carefully  preserved.  But  though  some  collec- 
tions of  proverbial  sayings  have  survived  among  the  Greeks ; 
we  have  none  made  by  any  Boman  writer  which  can  lay 
claim  to  antiquity  and  popularity.    Eastern  nations  have  many 
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Buch  collections.  They  had  more  genius  for  aphorisms.  The 
cold  logic  of  the  west,  and  cogent  reasoning  generally,  are 
unfavourable  to  their  growth.  A  lively  and  luxuriant  fancy, 
aided  by  experience,  tends  to  their  multiplication.  An  ad- 
vanced civilisifttion  is  commonly  attended  with  too  much  inclina* 
tion  for  minute  discrimination  and  subtle  distinctions  to  promote 
the  increase  of  proverbs.  The  same  may  be  predicated  of  reason- 
ings on  material  laws,  or  scientific  investigations.  There  are 
many  collections  of  Arabic  proverbs  such  as  those  of  Meidani, 
of  Abu  Obaid,  and  of  the  Chaliph  Ali.  The  last  approaches 
nearest  in  excellence  to  those  of  Solomon.  The  proverbs  of  Ali 
were  published  at  Oxford  in  1806.  Arabian  literature  is  very 
rich  in  this  kind  of  composition.  The  Persians  have  also  collec- 
tions, one  of  which  was  published  by  De  Sacy  in  1819,  under 
the  title  of  Pend  Nameh,  "  Book  of  Counsel."  The  Chinese  too 
have  many  good  proverbs.  As  to  form,  it  is  generallv  the  same 
among  Oriental  nations.  A  sage  called  father,  gives  his  scholar 
or  son  instructions  conveyed  in  these  brief  sentences. 

The  diiSerence  between  the  Hebrew  collection  contained  in 
this  book,  and  those  of  other  ancient  nations  is,  that  a  higher 
tone  of  morality  pervaded  the  former.  God  is  presented  to  the 
view  as  a  just  and  righteous  sovereign,  in  whose  fear  the  high- 
est wisdom  consists.  In  purity  of  principle  the  best  of  the  old 
moralists  are  far  surpassed  by  the  writers  whose  sayings  are 
incorporated  in  the  work  entitled  the  Proverbs  of  Solomon. 
That  the  present  collection  consists  of  excerpts  from  many  sources 
we  may  readily  assume,  because  internal  evidence  sufficiently 
attests  it.  They  are  all  preceptive  or  didactic ;  such  as  admit  of 
general  application.  Those  of  a  historical  nature  are  excluded, 
as,  ''Is  Saul  also  among  the  prophets?"  (1  Sam.  x.  11).  A 
historical  basis  is  unfavourable  to  general  adaptation.  Abstract 
sentences  serve  better  for  instruction. 

The  Proverbs  embody  the  result  of  Hebrew  reflection  at  a 
particular  period,  or  rather  at  times  separated  by  various  inter- 
vals. They  are  ethical  maxims,  deduced  from  the  Mosaic  law 
and  divine  providence.  Hebrew  wisdom  is  concentrated  in 
them.  Sometimes  they  appear  in  the  form  of  short  unconnected 
sentences  and  gnomes ;  sometimes  as  connected  conversations 
covering  the  field  of  practical  life.  Piety  is  presented  in  its 
outward  aspect.  The  aphorisms  embrace  the  duty  of  fear  and 
reverence  towards  God,  justice  and  benevolence  towards  man, 
temperance,  industry,  prudence,  economy,  continence,  modesty, 
purity  of  heart,  gentleness  of  demeanour ;  precepts  relative  to 
the  education  of  the  young,  the  conduct  of  rulers  and  subjects. 
A  picture  is  given  of  the  social  condition,  mutual  relations  and 
dependences,  and  practical  reasonings  of  the  Hebrews  in  the 
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age  of  Solomon,  and  some  time  after.  Wliat  Hebrew  men  felt 
and  thought  on  all  the  great  problems  relating  to  a  social  state, 
their  ordinary  moral  views,  their  sense  of  mutual  obligations,  are 
vividly  described.  All  bears  the  stamp  of  serious,  sober  think- 
ing; and  shews  a  tolerably  advanced  state  of  civilisation.  Such 
proverbs  current  among  a  people,  and  generally  approved,  attest 
a  high  rank  for  them  among  ike  nations  of  the  world.  No  code 
of  ethics,  formed  in  any  pa&;an  nation  equals  it  in  enlighten- 
ment, purity,  or  breadth.  The  ethics  of  the  book  are  such  as 
the  Jewish  dispensation  naturally  gave  rise  to.  They  are  not  as 
spiritual  as  those  of  the  New  Testament.  Indeed,  religion,  pro- 
perly so  called,  is  not  exhibited.  The  motives  presented  are 
prudential.  The  encouragements  offered  to  a  life  of  virtue  are 
founded  on  earthly  retribution.  The  writers  had  no  conception 
of  a  future  state  of  rewards  and  punishments.  The  love  of  God 
is  not  taught  as  the  great  spring  of  human  conduct  The  depths 
of  the  consciousness  of  the  divine  in  man  are  hardly  touched  by 
the  maxims  set  forth.  Compared  with  the  New  Testament 
morality,  that  of  Proverbs  is  pitched  on  a  low  key.  The  piety 
which  it  is  fitted  to  nourish  is  not  that  elevated  kind  which 
brings  the  spirit  of  man  into  intimate  communion  with  God 
and  his  Son  Jesus  Christ;  or  teaches  the  god-like  beauty  of 
virtue,  or  enforces  that  virtue  for  its  own  sake.  The  prin- 
ciples of  the  Mosaic  law  are  not  so  much  developed  in  the 
prophets.  Perhap  the  mind  of  the  nation  generally  had 
not  sufficiently  reflected  on  the  relatione  of  man  to  his  Creator 
and  to  his  fellow-man,  on  past  revelations  of  the  divine 
will,  or  the  ways  and  works  of  God ;  else  it  might  have 
risen  much  higher — ^from  morals  to  religion,  from  interested  to 
unselfish  motives,  from  utilitarianism  to  spiritualism.  There  is 
indeed  enough  of  shrewd  reflection  and  sound  common  sense 
embodied.  The  result  of  a  wide  observation  and  much  experi- 
ence is  manifest.  All  the  virtues  are  inculcated ;  but  the  basis 
on  which  they  are  made  to  rest  is  naturally  Jewish.  And  what 
is  more,  it  is  not  a  high  Jewish  one.  Pure  love  and  true  faith 
do  not  enter  into  its  substance.  It  is  objective  rather  than  aub- 
jective.  Hence  it  is  ill-fitted  to  promote  a  healthy  piety  which 
can  stand  the  shock  of  life's  battle.  Self,  in  a  higher  or  lower 
degree,  mixes  largely  with  it.  The  truth  of  these  remarks 
might  be  attested  by  numerous  examples,  if  it  were  necessary. 
Thus  it  is  not  once  enjoined  '^  to  love  God."  Neither  is  it  com- 
manded '^  to  love  our  neighbour."  In  a  few  instances  we  find 
such  elevated  truths  as  these — ''  trust  in  the  Lord  with  all  thine 
heart,"  '^  to  do  justice  and  jud&;ment  is  more  acceptable  to  the 
Lord  than  sacrifice,"  '*  wait  on  the  Lord  and  he  shall  save  thee ;" 
but  the  general  tenor  is  illustrated  by,  '^  honour  the  Lord  with 
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thy  substance,  and  with  the  first  fruits  of  all  thine  increase,  so 
shall  thy  bams  be  filled  with  plenty,"  etc. ;  "  let  thine  heart  keep 
my  commandments,  for  length  of  days  and  long  life  and  peace 
shall  they  add  to  thee  ; "  "  the  fear  of  the  Lord  tendeth  to  life ; 
and  he  that  hath  it  shall  abide  satisfied ;  he  shall  not  be  visited 
with  evil."  Sometimes  the  admonitions  saTour  of  harshness,  as 
in  XX.  16,  **  Take  his  garment  that  is  surety  for  a  stranger,  and 
because  of  strangers,  distrain  him,"  i.e.,  force,  by  seizure,  him 
who  has  pledged  himself  on  accoimt  of  strangers.  This  is  an 
injunction  to  the  creditor  to  deal  severely  with  a  man  who  has 
become  surety  for  others.  Castigation  of  slaves  is  also  recom- 
mended in  xxix.  19,  21.  In  like  manner,  the  rod  is  often  en- 
joined for  children — "the  rod  and  reproof  give  wisdom" 
(xxix.  16). 

It  is  their  peculiar  character  which  gives  them  certain  imper- 
fections. Proceeding  from  an  age  when  the  spirit  of  observation 
was  not  highly  cultivated,  they  are  often  too  particular,  ss  well 
as  too  general.  What  happens  sometimes,  is  enunciated  as  a 
usual  thing ;  what  is  common,  is  stated  as  universal.  The  very 
Form  gave  rise  in  part  to  this  characteristic,  because  the  endea- 
vour to  be  pointed  demanded  a  condensed  emphasis  excluding 
minute  modifications.  And  as  they  had  to  be  short,  confined  to 
the  compass  of  a  few  words,  they  were  oft^n  obscure.  Ingenuity 
and  art  veiled  the  meaning  in  part.  Their  main  defect,  how- 
ever, at  least  of  those  which  are  strictly  ethical,  arises  from  the 
old  Jewish  mode  of  connecting  virtue  with  prosperity,  and  vice 
with  adversity.  Earthly  possessions  and  enjoyment  are  freely 
promised  to  the  virtuous  man ;  thus^ 

Riches  and  honour  are  with  me  (wisdom^, 
Yea,  durable  riches  and  righteousness  (viii  18). 

By  me  shall  thy  days  be  multiplied, 

And  the  years  of  thy  Hfb  shall  oe  increased  (ix.  11). 

Examples  of  proverbs  which  express  a  thing  generally  that 
only  happens  sometimes  are, 

The  eTil  bow  before  the  good, 

And  the  wicked  at  the  gates  of  the  righteous  (zit.  19). 

A  divine  sentence  is  in  the  li^  of  the  king ; 

His  mouth  transgresseth  not  m  judgment  (xvi.  10). 

£yen  a  fool  when  he  holdeth  his  peace  is  counted  wise ; 

And  he  that  shutteth  his  lips  is  esteemed  a  man  of  understanding  (xviL  28). 

All  the  brethren  of  the  poor  do  hate  him ; 

How  much  more  do  his  friends  go  far  from  him,  etc.  (xiz.  7). 
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What  only  happens  sometunes,  is  expressed  universallt/,  as, 

The  poor  useth  entreaties ; 

But  the  rich  answereth  roughly  (xTiii.  23). 

A  fSeiUe  witness  shall  not  he  unpunished ; 
And  he  that  speaketh  lies  shall  perii^  (xix.  9). 

Sometimes  things  belonging  to  the  domain  of  nature  and  duty 
are  brought  together  as  parallels,  though  their  likeness  is  far- 
fetched, as, 

It  is  not  good  to  eat  much  honey ; 

8o  for  men  to  search  their  own  glory  is  not  glory  (xxt.  27). 

As  Tinegar  to  the  teeth,  and  as  smoke  to  the  eyes, 
So  is  the  sluggard  to  them  that  send  him  (x.  26}. 

Surely  the  churning  of  milk  hringeth  forth  hutter, 
And  the  wringing  of  the  nose  hringeth  forth  hlood, 
So  the  forcing  of  wrath  hringeth  forth  strife  (xxx.  33). 

As  miffht  be  expected,  obscurity  often  arises  from  brevity,  far- 
fetched comparisons,  or  want  of  definiteness  and  exactness  in 
one  of  the  parallel  members,  as. 

The  ransom  of  a  man's  life  are  his  riches ; 
But  the  poor  heareth  not  rehuke  (xiii.  8). 

Here  the  second  member  is  obscure,  in  its  connection  with  the 
first. 

Whoso  hoasteth  himself  of  a  false  pfL 

Is  like  clouds  and  wind  without  ram  (xxy.  14). 

As  a  thorn  ffoeth  up  into  the  hand  of  a  drunkard, 
So  is  a  parable  in  tne  mouth  of  fools  (zrri.  9). 

Here  the  comparison  is  far-fetched,  and  too  artificial  to  be  plain. 
The  same  may  be  said  of. 

Whosoever  hideth  her  (the  contentious  woman)  hideth  the  wind, 
And  his  right  hand  eatcheth  fat  (xxrii.  16). 

Examples  of  unimportant  and  trivial  sayings  occur  in, 

He  that  is  despised  and  hath  a  servant, 

Is  better  than  ne  that  honoureth  himself  and  lacketh  bread  (xii.  9). 

Where  no  oxen  ere  the  crib  is  dean, 

But  much  increase  is  by  the  strength  of  the  ox  (xiv.  4). 

It  is  better  to  dwell  in  a  comer  of  the  housetop, 
Than  with  a  brawling  woman  in  a  wide  house  (xxi.  9). 
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VII.  Wisdom  as  a  pbbson. — ^There  are  several  passages  in 
which  Wisdom  is  introduced  as  a  person  calling  upon  men  to 
hear  her  yoice  and  attend  to  her  instructions,  promising  life 
to  such  as  obey,  and  declaring  death  to  those  who  despise  her. 
Two  passages  of  this  nature  are  more  prominent  than  the  rest, 
viz.,  i.  20-23,  and  viii.  1-ix.  12.  It  is  desirable  to  take  them 
together,  and  regard  the  term  Wisdom  in  both  as  having  the 
same  meaning.  What  then  is  the  idea  to  be  attached  to 
Wisdom  in  them  ? 

1.  Some  imderstand  it  as  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  his  personal 
presence  and  ministry.  So  Gill  holds.  The  ministry  of  Christ 
in  the  days  of  his  flesh  is  predicted,  its  success,  and  the  calami- 
ties that  should  come  upon  the  Jews  for  their  rejection  of  it.  It 
is  needless  to  argue  against  this  hypothesis,  because  we  are  not 
aware  of  its  having  found  any  advocates.  It  is  extreme, 
and  obviously  incorrect.  Wisdom  is  described  as  having  been 
always  calling  upon  men,  since  their  creation.  She  did  not 
begin  to  call  them  when  Christ  appeared  in  the  days  of  his 
flesh. 

2.  The  passages  in  question  describe  the  eternal  Word  him- 
self, whose  being  and  activity  are  not  limited  by  time;  who 
both  before  and  since  his  incarnation  is  always  present  with 
his  church ;  and  is  always  calling  the  children  of  men  to  him- 
self. Nothing  in  the  shape  of  argument  has  been  adduced  in 
favour  of  this  view.  One  advocate  of  it,  after  quoting  Proverbs 
i.  24-28,  says,  "  We  are  irresistibly  led  by  them  to  think  of  the 
personal  God  himself;"  and  that  "the  spirit,"  which  Wisdom 
promises  to  pour  out,  is  "  beyond  all  question  the  Holy  Spirit." 
How  does  this  prove  Wisdom  to  be  the  second  person  in  the 
Trinity  P  The  great  and  fatal  objection  to  the  hypothesis  is, 
that  Wisdom  was  not  hf/postattsed  so  early  as  the  Book  of  Pro- 
verbs. The  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  Kes  obscurely  in  Hebraism. 
It  contains  the  threefold  idea  of  Gtxl  as  the  highest  Being 
presiding  over  the  world,  as  revealing  Himself  in  it,  and 
as  the  Spirit  who  works  in  all.  The  clear  conception  of  this 
second  abstraction  as  a  being  or  person,  did  not  take  place  till 
much  later.  Even  in  the  Book  of  Sirach,  wisdom  is  merely 
personified  (i.  1-10 ;  xxiv.  8-10 ;  vii.  22,  etc.)  It  is  indeed 
regarded  not  merely  as  a  form  but  a  substance — a  power  forming 
all  things — ^yet  not  a  person.  In  the  Book  of  Wisdom  too, 
wisdom  IS  not  hypostatised.  And  in  neither  is  Chochmah  (wis- 
dom) put  into  connection  with  the  idea  of  Messiah.  In  his 
great  work  on  the  history  of  the  development  of  the  doctrine 
respecting  Christ's  person  Domer^  i^Uy  admits  that  the  passage 

^  Entwickltmg'figeflcliichte  der  Lehre  yon  der  Person  Christi,  Erster  Theil,  p.  18, 
Zweite  Auflage. 
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in  Proverbs  under  consideration^  does  not  proceed  as  far  as  the 
hypostatmng  of  wisdom.     Even  the  messenger  or  angel  of  Jehovah 

(nin^  TfN/O)  is  not  in  the  Old  Testament  books  a  constant  per- 
sonal hypostasis  ;  but  either  a  personification  or  creature.  He 
is  not  presented  as  a  definite  personality^  distinct  from  the 
company  of  angels  on  the  one  hand  and  not  losing  himself  in 
the  personality  of  Jehovah,  on  the  other.  The  idea  of  the  angel 
of  Jehovah  is  a  varying  one.  Where  he  is  a  mere  personification 
of  Jehovah,  wisdom  in  the  book  of  Proverbs  is  the  equivalent.^ 
To  say  then  that  wisdom  is  described  as  a  person,  or  adumbrated 
as  such  in  Proverbs,  is  to  betray  a  misconception  of  the  doctrine 
of  Hebraism  relating  to  the  point  in  which  development 
had  advanced  but  a  little.  We  may  safely  affirm  that  no 
Hebrew  thought  of  Wisdom  as  a  real,  personal  Being  when  the 
Proverbs  were  written,  simply  because  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  was  not  then  developed.  The  Father  alone,  as  God, 
was  the  object  of  worship  by  the  Jews  of  that  time.  All  that 
the  Proveros  afford  is  a  point  of  transition  for  the  later  concep- 
tion of  wisdom  hypostatised. 

3.  Wisdom  is  a  poetic  personification  of  the  attribute  of 
divine  wisdom  as  manifested  in  the  outward  revelations  of 
nature  and  providence,  or  in  the  inward  revelations  of  con- 
science. 

The  entire  description  of  wisdom  in  i.,  viii.,  ix.,  agrees  best 
with  this  view.  Let  one  read  over  viii.  1-11  and  say,  whether 
any  thing  more  was  intended  by  the  writer :  "  Doth  not  wis- 
dom cry  ?  and  understanding  put  forth  her  voice  P"  Here  the 
parallelism  is  obvious.  Hence  many,  feeling  the  impropriety  of 
referring  these  eleven  verses  to  the  Divine  Logos  or  second 
person  in  the  Trinity,  suppose  that  the  twelfth  verse  com- 
mences the  description  of  the  eternal  hypostatic  word;  what 
precedes  being  an  elegant  personification  of  wisdom  in  the 
abstract.  There  is  no  proper  point  of  separation  at  the  verse 
in  question.  The  description  should  be  taken  as  a  whole 
(viii.  1-ix.  12). 

The  advocates  of  the  second  interpretation  usually  concentrate 
their  arguments  on  viii.  22-31,  because  these  verses  are  appa- 
rently most  favourable  to  it.  And  they  contend  that  an  attri- 
bute cannot  be  the  beginning,  origin,  or  efficient  cause  of  God's 
operation  in  the  work  of  creative  power  (ver.  22).  This  argu- 
ment rests  on  the  supposition  that  13"^  H^^^^  is  not  only  in 

apposition  with  the  suffix  of  the  preceding  verb,  but  bears  an 
active  sense,  equivalent  to  ij  ofixff  rij^  /crlaeciyi  rou  SeoO  (Rev.  iii. 
14).     That,  however,  is  foreign  to  the  scope  of  the  context. 

'  £ntwickliiiig*8geflcliiclLte  der  Lehre,  etc.,  p.  17. 
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The  words"  should  be  rendered  "  as  the  begmning  of  his  way  ;'* 
meaning  that  wisdom  was  bom  before  all  things.  It  is  farther 
said,  that  an  attribute  cannot  be  bom  (24,  25).  The  word 
means  properly,  brought  forth,  and  must  be  figuratively  applied, 
whether  the  second  person  of  the  Trinity  or  the  attribute  of 
wisdom  is  meant ;  because  the  divine  nature  alone  of  the  former 
can  be  spoken  of.  Holden  indeed  says,  that  it  expresses  the 
divine  eternal  generation  of  the  Son  ;^  language  to  us  unin- 
telligible. Still  farther,  an  attribute  cannot  be  by  or  near  the 
Deity  (30).  Why  not?  With  great  propriety  may  wisdom 
be  figuratively  described  as  a  personage,  and  represented  as  xcith 
the  Deity,  it  is  also  alleged,  that  it  cannot  rejoice  in  his  sight 
(30).  Very  naturally  and  beautifully  is  wisdom  poetically  des- 
cribed as  his  darling  child  from  eternity,  exulting  in  the  pre- 
sence of  Jehovah.  Again,  wisdom  as  an  attribute  "  cannot  be 
called  the  fabricator  of  the  world."  But  artificer  (ver.  30)  is  a 
most  appropriate  epithet. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  entire  passage  which  does  not  suit  a 
poetic  illustration  of  divine  wisdom.  Being  set  forth  as  a 
personage  she  had  a  beginning.  Hence  she  is  called  ^q  firstling 
OT  first  creation  of  God's  formative  power,  because  all  works  were 
performed  by  her  aid.  As  the  fii^tling,  her  birth  may  be  pre- 
dicated. She  is  the  Deity's  inseparable  associate ;  rejoices  in  his 
immediate  presence ;  is  the  artificer  of  the  world.  She  was 
anointed  from  everlasting  (23) ;  set  apart  and  ordained  to  her 
high,  royal  calling.  Thus  the  poetic  drapery  in  which  Wisdom 
is  pourtrayed  is  both  significant  and  suitable.  It  is  easy  to  find 
passages  in  the  New  Testament  which  speak  of  Christ  in  very 
similar  language ;  especially  in  John's  Gospel.  Christ  was  the 
impersonation  of  perfect  wisdom  ;  and  it  was  therefore  natural  to 
apply  to  him  the  poetical  epithets  employed  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment to  describe  Wisdom  as  a  figurative  person.  Indeed  such 
analogy  was  almost  imavoidable,  because  Christianity  was  de- 
veloped out  of  Judaism.  We  know  what  is  often  said  about 
revelation  being  ''an  indivisible  whole  havinfi^  from  first  to 
last  the  same  eternal  Spirit  for  its  author;"  and  being  "a  pro- 
gressive work  in  which  the  earlier  parts  continually  shadow  forth 
some  higher  good  things  to  come."  This  is  not  a  true  idea  of  reve- 
lation :  men  inspired  by  the  Spirit  of  God  were  the  authors  of  dif- 
ferent parts  of  revelation ;  men  neither  gifted  alike  nor  infallible. 
The  written  parts  of  revelation  are  indeed  progressive  ;  but  one 
often  supersedes  another.  If  revelation  be  progressive,  why  put 
into  the  earlier  parts  of  it  the  things  characteristic  of  the  later  P 
Anticipations  of  doctrines  are  not  of   necessity  the  doctrines 

^  Attempt  towards  an  improYed  translation  of  the  Proyerbe  of  Solomon,  p.  162 
et  seqq. 
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themselves.  Because  the  eternal  Logos  is  revealed  in  the 
"Sew  Testament,  we  ought  not,  an  that  account,  to  find  him  re- 
vealed in  Hebraism.  The  question  is  one  of  exegesis  not  of 
meral  assertion.  We  admit  that  comprehensive  views  of 
[ebraism  and  Judaism  are  important  towards  its  solution ;  but 
these  must  be  taken  from  previous  examination  of  the  Old  Tes- 
tament itself,  rather  than  &om  preconceived  notions  of  inspi- 
ration. 

Yarious  expressions  in  the  paragraph  appear  to  us  inconsis- 
tent with  the  interpretation  which  refers  wisdom  to  the  second 
person  of  the  Trinity.  The  twenty-second  verse  s^s,  "  Jehovah 
created  me.''  It  does  not  mean  to  possess,  as  the  English  Bible 
has  it,  after  the  Yul&;ate.  In  fact  the  verb  never  means  to 
possess  simply  and  solely,  but  always  indicates  the  act  of  coming 
into  possession.  All  good  Hebrew  scholars  translate  it  create — 
Gesenius,  Ewald,  Hitzig,  Bertheau,  Fiirst,  Umbreit,  Elster, 
with  the  LXX.,  Targum,  and  Peshito.     That  this  is  the  true 

meaning  of  ilpD  is  plain  enough  from  the  context,  the  words 

ISTl  n^^^l  signifying  as  the  beginning  of  his  way,  confirming 

it ;  for  they  relate  to  the  origination  of  wisdom.  If  the  passage 
refers  to  tne  Son,  he  must  be  a  created  being,  as  the  Arians 
maintain.  We  can  understand  what  sense  belongs  to  he  created 
me,  if  wisdom  be  a  mere  poetical  personification.  It  is  figura- 
tive, signifying  that  all  true  wisdom  is  an  emanation  from  God 
himself  It  is  as  it  were  his  offspring  or  production.  In  vain 
do  the  adherents  of  an  effete  orthodoxy  try  to  shew  that  the 
verb  means  here  to  possess  or  obtain  me.  How  P  Holden  affirms, 
"possessed  me  by  right  of  paternity  and  generation.  The 
Father  possessed  the  Son — ^had,  or  as  it  were,  acquired  him  by 
an  eternal  generation."  It  is  impossible  to  say  what  these 
words  mean.  Another  says,  he  possessed  or  obtained  me  "  not  by 
a  literal  generation  of  substance  any  more  than  by  a  literal 
creation  of  substance.  We  have  to  do  here  with  a  relation  that 
is  altogether  superhuman,  and  which  is  moreover  expressed, 
not  in  dry,  didactic  propositions,  but  in  the  loftiest  strains  of 
poetry,  the  writer  employing  finite  human  relations  to  shadow 
forth  that  which  is  divine  and  infinite.  From  these  earthlv 
ima^s  we  must  subtract  all  that  is  material  and  temporal, 
leavmg  only  the  pure  relation  itself  in  its  infinity  and  eternity.'' 
This  is  no  intelligible  answer  to  the  question,  "  How,  possessed 
me."  In  fact  the  word,  even  if  rendered  by  possessed  or  oJ- 
tained,  is  quite  unsuitable  to  the  relation  between  the  first  and 
second  persons  of  the  Trinity.  The  primary  idea  of  the  verb 
viz.  getting  or  obtaining  is  inapplicable,  because  it  implies  origin, 
a  time  when  wisdom  was  not ;  for  possessed,  if  such  be  the  sensei 
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means  nothing  but  to  get  possemon ;  or  to  possess  what  one  has 
obtained.  Thus  either  version^  created  or  possessed,  is  opposed  to 
the  proper  relation  of  the  second  person  in  the  Trinity  to  the 

first.  The  verb  //IH  born  explains  created,  and  also  disagrees 
with  the  reference  of  wisdom  to  the  eternal  Logos  ;  for  how 
could  a  diyine  nature  be  bom  P  If  it  be  said  that  it  expresses 
his  "  divine  and  eternal  generation/'  the  explanation  is  utterly 
unintelligible. 

The  wnole  passage  has  no  relation  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity.  It  contains  nothing  more  than  a  bold  personification 
of  the  antiquity,  excellence,  and  dignity  of  wisdom.  An  alle- 
gorical personage  is  presented  to  the  reader.  The  feminine 
gender  would  not  be  employed  to  set  forth  the  second  person  in 
the  Trinity  ;  for  the  matter  is  more  than  one  of  mere  gram- 
matical form.  Wisdom  is  represented  as  a  female,  she  :  shew- 
ing a  simple  personification.  In  short  it  may  be  confidently 
asserted,  tnat  the  passage  contains  nothing  about  the  in- 
ternal relations  of  the  godhead.  It  does  not  allude  either  to 
the  development  of  the  divine  ovcrla  or  inrooTaai^;, 

We  leave  the  advocates  of  the  ultra-orthodox  view,  now 
obsolete  among  scholars,  to  vindicate  the  description,  under- 
stood in  their  way,  from  the  charge  of  bitkeism.  "When 
wisdom,"  says  Holden,  ''is  represented  as  rejoicing  in  his 
sight,  does  it  not  naturally  lead  us  to  think  of  a  distinct 
person?"^  A  distinct  person  violates  the  divine  unity.  We 
allow  of  a  distinction  in  the  divine  nature,  but  not  of  dis- 
tinct persons,  one  rejoicing  in  the  presence  of  the  other  from 
eternity.  But  such  as  cannot  separate  names  from  things 
will  still  adhere  to  current  phraseology,  and  continue  to  gather 
their  precarious  proofs  of  distinct  persons  from  this  paragraph 
and  others,  to  tne  manifest  detriment  of  their  cause  among 
all  who  have  either  the  ability  or  courage  to  think.  We 
submit  that  eternal  relations  would  be  less  objectionable  than 
distinct  persons. 

VIII.  Canonical  authority. — The  canonical  authority  of 
the  book  is  attested  by  quotations  in  the  New  Testament,  of 
which  the  following  is  a  list : 


ProT.  i.  16 

Bom.  iii.  15. 

„    iii.  7 

„     xii.  16. 

„    iii.  11, 12    . 

Heb.  xii.  6,  6. 

„    iii.  34 

James  iv.  6. 

„    X.  12 

1  Peter  iv.  8. 

„    xi.  31 

„      iv.  17,  18. 

'  Attempt,  etc.,  etc.,  p.  186. 
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Prov.  xvii.  13 

...     1  Peter  iii.  9;   Bom.  xii.  17; 

1  TheR8.  V.  16. 

„    xvii.27        ... 

...     James  i.  19. 

„    XX.  9 

...     1  John  i.  8. 

„    XX.  20 

. . .     Matt.  XV.  4. 

„    XX.  22 

. . .     SrOm.  xii.  17. 

„    XXV.  21, 22  ... 

„     xii.  20. 

„     xxvi.  11 

...     2  Peter  ii.  22. 

„    xxvii.  1 

. . .    James  iv.  13,  etc. 
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I.  Contents. — Chap.  i.-iv.  16.  After  the  title  of  the  book 
(ver.  1)  and  its  leading  design  to  shew  that  all  is  vanity  (ver. 
2)  are  given,  the  writer  proceeds  at  once  to  illustrate  his  theme. 
The  ceaseless  course  of  things  is  repeated,  so  that  nothing  new 
is  presented — ^nothing  that  does  not  revolve  in  a  circle,  proving 
the  vanity  of  every  thing  earthly  (i.  3-11).  Out  of  his  own 
experience  the  writer  points  out  the  vanity  of  endeavouring  to 
obtain  enduring  and  satisfying  good  by  mentioning  three  wavs 
he  had  taken  to  arrive  at  peace,  viz.,  devoting  himself  to  the 
philosophy  of  history  so  to  speak,  or  a  search  into  everything 
that  takes  place  under  the  sun  (12-18) ;  by  descending  from  the 
height  of  spiritual  contemplation  into  the  waves  of  sensual 
pleasures  (ii.  1,  2) ;  and  lastly,  by  connecting  wisdom  and  folly, 
or  in  other  words,  reason  and  sensuality,  the  latter  being  placed 
under  the  guidance  of  the  former.      This  last  is  the  way  of 

})rudence  (ii.  3-11).  The  preacher  now  looks  back  at  the  two 
eading  experiments  he  had  made.  Here  he  finds  that  wisdom 
is  better  than  foUy ;  yet  he  is  still  grieved  to  find  that  both  are 
alike  subject  to  forgetfulness  ;  and  that  his  successor's  folly  may 
reverse  his  wisdom  (12-16).  Since  then  wisdom  has  the  same 
issue  as  folly,  he  determines  to  enjoy  the  present.  Eating, 
drinking,  and  such  like,  are  the  best  things  one  can  do— the 
gift  of  God  to  man  (17-26).  The  third  chapter  represents 
nimian  actions  and  afiairs  as  happening  at  appointed  times ;  and 
all  their  vicissitudes  being  regulated  by  certain  fixed  laws  which 
man  cannot  change ;  therefore  the  enjoyment  of  life  is  the  best 
thinff  (iii,  1-16).  Injustice  and  oppression  prevail  among  men  ; 
yet  tney  endure  only  for  a  time,  and  are  amenable  to  the  divine 
judgment  in  this  life.  From  such  evils  men  may  see  their  end 
to  be  like  that  of  the  beasts ;  and  consequently  present  enjoy- 
ment is  still  to  be  followed  (iii.  16-22).  At  the  beginning  of 
the  fourth  chapter,  the  writer  resumes  the  idea  of  iii.  16,  prais- 
ing the  dead  above  the  living  because  of  the  injustice  practised 
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on  earth,  and  preferring  him  that  ia  not  bom  to  both.  While 
toiling  and  striving  after  wealth  men  are  often  enyied  by  one 
another ;  idleness  is  self-destructiye  ;  quietness  is  better ;  and  a 
social  life  highly  advantageous  (iv.  4-12).  The  vanity  of  kingly 
dignity  is  touched  upon  (iv.  13-16). 

Chap.  iv.  17-xii.  8.— Coheleth  now  instructs  the  reader  in 
what  way  he  may  best  worship  God  in  such  circumstances 
(iv.  17-v.  6).  This  piece  ia  very  loosely  connected  with  what 
precedes  and  follows,  though  Umbreit  vainly  tries  to  shew  its 
congruity  with  the  context.  The  preacher  uses  new  argu- 
ments to  calm  the  miad  of  him  who  is  agitated  by  witness- 
ing injustice  and  oppression  (v.  7,  8).  He  now  returns  to  the 
consideration  of  the  vanity  attaching  to  the  pursuit  of  riches, 
shewing;  that  the  covetous  can  have  no  satisfaction ;  nor  such 
tranquulity  as  the  industrious  poor.  To  enjoy  the  fruits  of 
labour  is  the  best  thing,  for  nches  are  vanity  (v.  9-vi.  9). 
The  author  reverts  to  the  question  respecting  man's  real  good, 
repeating  that  there  is  an  established  order  of  things  beyond 
human  controL  It  is  the  duty  of  a  wise  man  to  exhibit  pa- 
tience in  adversity  (vi.  10-12).  The  be&rinning  of  the  seventh 
chapter  has  but  a  loose  connexion  with  what  precedes,  as  Knobel 
has  well  observed ;  though  Umbreit  tries  to  shew  it»  sequence 
in  idea.  The  preacher  gives  utterance  to  a  number  of  general 
observations  drawn  from  common  life  and  experience.  He 
recommends  a  good  name,  mortification,  patience  (vii.  1-14). 
A  due  regard  for  divine  providence  is  also  recommended.  If 
the  good  perish  and  the  wicked  enjoy  prosperity,  man  should 
not  be  unduly  moved  nor  too  severe  in  lud^mg  others,  because 
none  is  free  irom  faults.  The  method  of  w^om  is  moderation, 
which  gives  strength  and  power  to  the  wise  man.  If  others 
speak  rashly  and  in  malediction,  they  should  not  be  heeded, 
because  one  may  be  conscious  that  he  is  not  innocent  himself 
(viL  16-22).  The  writer  relates  what  he  fotmd  by  a  repeated 
pursuit  of  wisdom  (vii.  23-29). 

In  the  eighth  chapter  obedience  to  rulers  is  inculcated,  while 
the  oppressed  are  referred  to  the  unavoidable  judgment  of  God 
which  shall  come  even  upon  the  transgressor  on  the  throne  ; 
only  they  must  patiently  wait  for  the  right  time.  Yet  it  is 
always  a  stumbling  blocK  that  both  to  the  good  and  bad  a  lot 
happens  contrary  to  their  character.  Hence  a  man  should 
enjoy  the  good  things  of  the  present  life  (viii.  1-15).  When 
Coheleth  found  that  man  could  not  understand  or  explore  the 
method  of  divine  providence  in  regulating  human  afiairs,  he 
perceived  that  he  was  bound  by  necessary  and  immutable 
laws.  The  only  thing  certain  for  all  was  death.  The  troubles 
of  life  are  increased  by  wickedness  and  folly.    Yet  inasmuch 
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as  the  dead  are  without  hope  of  resuminfi^  life,  a  Yerj  wretched 
existence  on  earth  is  preferable  to  death.  Hence  he  exhorts 
man  to  enjoy  the  good  things  of  this  world,  which  are  his  por- 
tion (viii.  16-ix.  10),  Wisdom  alone  is  not  sufficient  to  procure 
happiness ;  for  it  often  happens  that  the  wise  are  hindered  from 
actinff  wisely.  Then  foUy  opposes  wisdom,  whose  excellence  is 
not  always  acknowledged.  JU  to  folly  even  a  little  of  it  ruins 
many  good  things.  Yet  folly,  though  more  influential,  is  not  to 
be  commended.  Rather  should  one  act  wisely  in  all  circum- 
stances ;  for  example  if  a  ruler  should  chance  to  be  angry  with 
one,  the  latter  should  yield.  It  is  of  no  use  to  take  it  ill  that 
mean  men  are  exalted  to  high  places,  and  princes  brought  down 
low.  To  strive. against  this  is  vain.  Foolish  and  rash  words 
are  particularly  hurtful  to  him  who  employs  them.  Though 
gluttonous  and  slothM  rulers  cause  great  evil,  care  should  be 
taken  to  say  nothing  against  them  (Lx.  11-x.  20).  One  should 
be  prepared  for  all  things  which  come  in  the  order  of  provi- 
dence. He  who  is  ever  searching  and  hesitating  about  doing, 
will  never  prosper  ;  wherefore  man  should  be  active  in  what  is 
useful,  enjoying  the  present  as  knowing  that  days  of  sorrow  will 
come.  Tuis  leads  Coheleth  to  exhort  young  men  to  rejoice  in 
the  participation  of  present  delights,  remembering  nowever 
their  judge,  before  the  sorrows  of  old  age  come  upon  them 
(xi.  1-xii.  8). 

The  epilogue  gives  a  brief  account  of  Coheleth,  and  concludes 
with  an  exhortation  to  the  reader  to  attend  to  his  instructions 
without  perusing  other  books,  repeating  the  precept  before 
inculcated,  viz.,  that  a  man  should  fear  God  and  keep  his  com- 
mandments (xii.  9-14). 

n.  Meaning  of  Coheleth. — ^The  word  nSj^p  designates 
Solomon,  as  is  evident  from  i.  1-12.  But  why  was  it  applied 
to  him  P  What  is  its  meaning  P  Here  opinions  are  greatly 
divided.  Gesenius  adopts  the  signification  given  by  the  earliest 
versions  such  as  the  Septuagint  and  Yul^te,  a  preacher,  one 
addressing  a  public  assembly  and  discoursing  of  human  things 
(Septuagint  ^EtcKXTfcricurrq^,  Vulgate,  Ecelesiastes).  The  feminine 
termination  is  not  infrequent  in  words  denoting  office,  station, 
etc.,  as  nn^,  ^^^^  ^^  ^  hA^r  Hebrew  proper  names  such  as 
n;T|)b  (Neh.  vii.*  57)  mjB  (Ezra  ii.  57).  From  being  an 
abstract  designation  of  officio  it  is  thus  transferred  to  the  person 
who  fills  the  office.   This  explanation  appears  to  us  philologicaUy 

and  exegetically  untenable.     H/Op  ^^^^^^^t  mean  preaching  as 
an  abstract  noim  ;   nor  can  it  be  converted  into  the  concrete 
preacher.    Hence  we  differ  from  Gesenius,  Knobel,  and  Keil. 
The  word  is  a  feminii\e  participle  with  an  active  sense,  viz., 
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gathering  together  a  oirde  of  hearers  and  rivetting  their  atten- 
tion.    The  noun  wisdom  is  understood  (n^^ll) — ^wisdom  which 

has  the  power  of  gathering  and  keeping  together  a  circle  of 
hearers.  It  is  this  Wisdom  which  preaches  in  the  public  places, 
speaking  excellent  things  to  the  sons  of  men  (Prov.  yiii.  1,  etc.). 
Wisdom  was  personified  in  Solomon,  according  to  the  later  Jews ; 
and  therefore  as  the  embodiment  of  it,  he  teaches  and  preaches 
in  the  Book  of  Wisdom.  Thus  the  term  becomes  a  proper  name, 
as  applied  to  Solomon  the  wise.  In  yaia  does  Keil  object  to 
this  explanation,  affirming  that  it  does  not  suit  the  inscription 
i.  1,  nor  i.  12,  xii.  9,  10.  The  objection  is  nothing,  because 
n^b  is  Solomon^  the  impersonation  of  wisdom.  It  is  not 
abstract  and  absolute  wisdom,  but  Solomon  possessing  wisdom  in 
the  concrete.  Goheleth  is  a  person  in  whom  wisdom  dwells,  not 
wisdom  absolute  but  the  wisdom  of  the  daj.  Hence  Stuart's 
arguments  against  our  view  are  beside  the  mark.  Wisdom  is 
not  personified  here  as  elsewhere.  She  is  personified  in  another 
individual,  not  in  and  by  herself.  But  is  it  necessary  that  the 
personification  should  be  the  same  here  as  in  Proverbs  P  Is  it 
necessary  that  there  should  be  express  intimations  of  it  to  the 
reader  as  in  the  older  work  P  Certainly  not,  because  the  writer 
adopts  the  fiction  of  making  Solomon  utter  the  wisdom  of  the 
time,  or  at  least  his  own  experiences  and  reflections.  When 
Stuart  argues  against  the  interpretation  given  of  Coheleth,  that 
wisdom  is  introduced  as  malang  strenuous  efforts  to  acquire 
itself,  and  does  actually  acquire  itself  with  success  (i.  16,  17 ; 
ii.  12),  as  remaining  with  itself  (ii.  9),  and  yet  being  fstr  aw^ 
£rom  wisdom,  and  too  deep  and  remote  to  be  understood  Tvii.  2o, 
24),  as  altogether  vanity  (ii.  15,  16),  as  exerting  itself  most 
strenuously  to  find  out  itself,  but  beinff  imable  to  do  it  fviii.  16, 
17),  he  mistakes  the  point,  because  Coheleth  is  not  the  mcama- 
tion  of  abstract  wisdom^  but  the  person  Solomon  giving  expres- 
sion to  the  wisdom  of  the  writer  and  his  day — its  enorts, 
researches,  and  results.  He  was  not  a  preacher  directly  and  in 
the  first  instance^     He  could  not  have  been  so  designated  at 

once  by  H^nb  signifying  a  preaching  one.  It  could  only  be 
applied  to  him  through  Ty^p  ^  cm  attribute  of  wisdom.  His 
fame  for  wisdom  was  spread  abroad  among  the  nations.  The  ex- 
planation now  given  agrees  well  with  the  fact  that  n?np  is  used 
with  the  masculine  gender  (i.  1,  2 ;  xii.  9,  10),  with  the  article 
and  without  it  (xii.  8-10).  The  passage  in  which  it  occurs  with 
the  feminine  (vii.  27)  is  no  exception  to  the  general  rule,  since 
the  n  of  n*TO^'  properly  belongs  to  the  following  word,  *l&ij 

Jlynbil.     Others,  as  Grotius,  Herder,  and  Jahn,  incorrectly 
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interpret  the  word  a  collector  of  sayings  and  sentiments,  awaO- 

pourrri^.  The  verb  bnft  does  not  refer  to  the  gathering  together 
of  things,  but  persons.  In  like  manner,  Paulus,  Bauer,  Nachti- 
gall,  and  Bertholdt  err  in  explaining  the  word  by  assembly  or 
society,  as  the  book  contains  sayings  either  brought  before  an 
assembly  of  wise  Israelites  in  reality,  or  fictitiously  represented 
as  such.  The  consessus  of  Haririus  present  an  analogy  to  this ; 
and  the  traditional  il^^D  at  the  court  of  Hezekiah.  But  though 
the  oriental  philosophers  were  accustomed  to  hold  meetings  at 
certain  times,  when  they  interchanged  their  thoughts  on  im- 
portant subjects,  partly  m  writing  and  partly  in  conversation, 
there  is  no  evidence  K>r  believing  that  periodical  meetings  of 
learned  men  were  held  at  the  court  of  Solomon.  The  monarch 
was  not  usually  occupied  so  usefully. 

III.  Authorship  and  age. — Solomon  is  never  named  as 
the  writer,  even  in  the  inscription  of  the  book.  The  com- 
mencing words  are,  "the  words  of  the  preacher,  the  son  of 
David,  king  in  Jerusalem,"  which  are  certainly  meant  to  point 
out  Solomon.  But  in  i.  12,  we  read  "  I  the  preacher  was 
king  over  Israel  in  Jerusalem,"  which  is  not  very  accurate, 
if  Solomon  were  the  author  of  the  book.  Why  specify  at 
Jerusalem,  when  in  Solomon's  time  there  was  no  King  besides 
in  Judea  P  Does  not  the  phrase  imply  that  the  writer  knew  of. 
kings  over  Israel  at  Samaria  ?  He  must  therefore  have  lived 
after  the  separation  of  the  kingdom  into  two.  In  like  manner 
not  a  few  sentiments  and  expressions  are  such  as  Solomon  could 
not  have  uttered  without  great  incongruity.  Thus  we  read, 
"  I  commimed  with  mine  own  heart,  saying,  Lo  I  am  come  to 

freat  estate,  and  have  gotten  more  wisdom  than  all  they  that 
ave  been  before  me  in  Jerusalem;  yea,  my  heart  had  great 
experience  of  wisdom  and  knowledge/'  and  "  I  made  me  great 
works  ;  I  builded  me  houses ;  I  planted  me  vineyards ;  I  made 
me  gardens  and  orchards,  and  I  planted  trees  in  them  of  all 
kinds  of  fruits :  I  made  me  pools  of  water,  to  water  therewith 
the  wood  that  bringeth  forth  trees;  I  got  me  servants  and 
maidens,  and  had  servants  bom  in  my  house  ;  and  I  had  great 
possessions  of  great  and  small  cattle  above  all  that  were  in  Jeru- 
salem before  me ;  I  gathered  me  also  silver  and  gold,  and  the 
peculiar  treasure  of  kings  and  of  the  provinces ;  1  gat  me  men 
singers  and  women  singers,  and  the  deughts  of  the  sons  of  men, 
as  musical  instruments,  and  that  of  aU  sorts.  So  I  was  great, 
and  increased  more  than  all  that  were  before  me  in  Jerusalem : 
also  my  wisdom  remained  with  me,"  etc.  (i.  9 ;  ii.  4,  etc.)  Such 
boastml  descriptions  drawn  out  minutely  hardly  consist  with 
Solomon  himself.     Nor  could  Solomon  speak  thus  of  his  sue- 
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cessor  Behoboam :  ''  And  who  knoweth  whether  he  shall  be  a 
wise  man  or  a  fool  P  Yet  shall  he  have  rule  over  all  my  labour 
wherein  I  have  laboured  and  wherein  I  have  shewed  myself 
wise  under  the  sun''  (ii.  19).  The  writer  generally,  as  far  as  he 
allows  us  glimpses  oi  his  time,  leads  us  to  infer  that  it  was  an 
unprosperous  one,  when  justice  and  judgment  were  perverted, 
and  iniquity  prevailed :  "  And,  moreover,  I  saw  under  the  sun 
the  place  of  judgment  that  wickedness  was  there,  and  the  place 
of  righteousness  that  iniquity  was  there.  So  I  returned  and 
considered  all  the  oppressions  that  are  done  under  the  sun,  and 
behold  the  tears  of  such  as  were  oppressed,  and  they  had  no 
comforter ;  and  on  the  side  of  their  oppressors  there  was  power, 
but  they  had  no  comforter"  (iii.  16 ;  iv.  1).  In  another  passage 
he  writes  :  ''  If  thou  seest  the  oppression  of  the  poor,  and  violent 
perverting  of  judgment  atid  justice  in  the  province  (Judea,  then 
a  province  of  the  Persian  empire),  marvel  not  at  the  matter,"  etc. 
(v.  8).  Solomon's  experience  of  countries  was  not  extensive.  On 
the  contrary,  it  was  confined  very  much  to  Judea,  the  land  over 
which  he  himself  reigned.  Hence  these  references  look  like  a 
libel  on  himself  and  his  reim,  if  proceeding  from  his  own  pen. 
Had  he  not  the  power  and  willingness  to  put  a  stop  to  such 
unjust  and  iniquitous  procedure  in  public  qSEbAts?  ''There  is 
an  evil,"  writes  he,  "  which  I  have  seen  under  the  sun,  as  an 
error  which  proceedeth  from  the  ruler :  folly  is  set  in  great 
dignity,  and  the  rich  sit  in  low  place.  I  have  seen  servants 
upon  norses,  and  princes  walking  as  servants  upon  the  earth" 
(x.  6-7).  Surely  this  implies  that  the  writer  had  not  the  power 
to  rectify  such  inequalities.  His  age,  too,  was  evidently  one  of 
literary  and  religious  culture,  as  is  involved  in  xii.  7,  where  the 
writing  of  many  books  is  spoken  of.  We  must  therefore  con- 
clude* that  the  author  made  a  distinction  between  himself  and 
Solomon.  Hence  he  says  plainly,  "the  preacher  was  a  wise 
man,  besides  he  taught  the  people  knowledge,  he  gave  good 
heed  and  sought  out  and  set  in  order  many  proverbs.  He 
sought  to  find  out  acceptable  words,  and  rightly  to  set  down  in 
writing  words  of  truth,"  language  descriptive  of  the  wise  man 
introduced ;  but  which  Solomon  would  not  have  employed  in 
speaking  of  himself.  The  author  lived  at  a  much  later  period 
than  Solomon,  and  introduced  him  as  the  speaker,  by  a  fiction. 
The  better  te  set  forth  his  own  reflections,  they  are  put  into  the 
mouth  of  the  king  whose  fame  for  wisdom  was  the  greatest 
among  the  Israelites.  The  literature  of  the  Hebrews  presents 
other  examples  of  such  fictions ;  and  therefore  the  present  case  is 
not  singular.  The  writer  is  at  no  particular  pains  to  conceal 
the  outward  dress  in  which  he  clothes  his  ideas.  The  veil  he 
puts  on  is  thin  and  easily  seen  through.     He  is  not  anxious 


358  THB  BOOK  OF  SOCLESIASTES. 

about  much  art  in  tlie  disguise.  Hence  the  deception  is  an 
innocent  one,  requiring  only  a  small  measure  of  acumen  to 
perceiye  it.  The  method  adopted  could  not  lead  astray  any 
attentiye  or  intelligent  reader.^  That  Solomon  himself  could  so 
think,  and  so  speak  about  himself,  is  an  idea  which  Coheleth 
neither  wished  nor  believed  others  to  entertain,  because  the 
personation  is  very  inartificial  and  imperfect.  He  even  drops 
at  times  the  first  person,  and  uses  the  third  (yii.  27 ;  xii.  9, 
10).  The  character  of  the  historical  Solomon  is  badly  sustained. 
Yet  the  Rabbins  and  older  theologians  considered  Solomon  him- 
self the  author.  Grotius,  with  true  critical  instinct,  regarded 
the  book  as  scriptum  serins  sub  Salomonis  nomine,  and  was  fol- 
lowed  by  all  good  interpreters.  The  fetters  of  an  antiquated 
tradition  stiU  bound  writers  Hke  Van  der  Palm,  Schelling, 
Welte,  and  Scholz,  which  is  not  surprising,  any  more  than 
that  Englishmen  generally  unquestioningly  abide  by  the  Solo- 
monic authorship  in  the  face  of  clear  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary. That  evidence  consists  not  merely  of  the  internal  notices 
already  pointed  out,  but  the  character  of  the  language,  which  is 
late  and  Aramaeising.      Thus  the  abstract  forms  arising  from 

the  additions  HI  and  p  are  late,  as  ]Tl73D  (i.  17 ;  ii.  3,  etc.), 

rfh&a^  (X.  18),  rfnm  (xi.  lo),  rfhW\  (x.  is),  pnn^  (ii. 

13),  pntra  (ii.  21),  pnon  (i.  15).  The  contraction  iSn  (vi.  6), 
ftpjp  (iv.  12 ;  vi.  10),  TtDll  (xii.  3),  TB^^  to  prosper  or  succeed 

(xi.  6),  njnO  (ii.  8),  ^^  (viii.  1),  toW  (ii.  19),  ItsSjT  (viii. 
4),  H^pn  (vi.  10),  Brno  (i.  9 ;  iii.  15,  etc.),  pli  (x.  8),  the 

frequent  rejection  of  M  in  'IB^J^  as  in  7B^Il  (viii.  17)  are  Ara- 
maean. So  M  for  n  in  JOB^^  (viii.  1).  So  is  the  form  JHO  (x.  20), 
and  the  plural  D^DJ^  (v.  1).  The  word  mnS  (viii.  11)  is  of 
Persian  origin.     The  words  TUXf  (ii.  8),  T>TT\  (xii.  6)  are  partly 

Arabic ;  while  TtDll  (xii.  3)  is  both  Araoic  and  Syriac.  There 
are  even  Tahnudic  expressions,  as  p3y  (i.  13),  'l^^  (ii.  16), 

D**T^n-p  (x.  17),  pn  except  (ii.  25),  7\vhh  pregnmt  (xi.  5). 
The  name  niH^  does  not  appear,  but  everywhere  Elohim.  The 
latter  occurs  no  less  than  thirty-nine  times.  Yet  Jehovah  is 
the  prevailing  appellation  in  Malachi.  Whv  the  writer  ab- 
stained from  using  Tf\T\^  is  not  clear.  Was  it  nrom  the  incipient 
aversion  of  the  later  Jews  to  utter  so  sacred  a  nameP  The 
reason  could  not  arise  from  the  theme,  as  Hengstenberg  supposes. 
The  language  most  resembles  that  of  Esther  and  Daniel.  Though 
the  argument  founded  on  the  nature  of  the  diction  be  irresistible 

^  See  Ewald,  Kobelet,  p.  189,  et  seqq. 
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to  all  true  critics,  we  need  not  wonder  at  ita  being  cavilled  at 
and  contradicted  by  persons  ignorant  of  the  yarions  phases  which 
the  Hebrew  language  presented  at  different  periods.  Henoe 
such  erroneous  statements  as  the  following :  ''  it  can  neither  be 
proved  that  the  author  of  the  Ecclesiastes  has  used  words  or 
phrases  which  are  not  pure  Hebrew,  nor,  if  it  could,  would  it 
be  conclusiye  evidence  against  ascribing  it  to  the  royal  son  of 
David."  Again,  "  Chaldaisms  in  fact  supply  no  sure  criterion 
to  determine  the  late  origin  of  a  work  in  which  they  are  found, 
for  Hebrew,  Syriac,  Chaldee,  and  Arabic  having  emanated  from 
one  common  source,  the  higher  we  ascend,  the  greater  will  be 
the  resemblance.''^  To  the  same  effect  writes  Preston :  "  The 
Chaldee,  Arabic,  and  Hebrew,  having  all  emanated  from  the 
same  source,  it  is  manifestly  impossible  to  pronoimce  with  cer- 
tainty, on  a  word  occurring  in  so  confessedly  an  ancient  book  as 
Ecclesiastes,  that  it  belongs  to  either  of  the  two  former,  and  not 
to  the  latter,  because  the  farther  we  trace  these  dialects  back, 
the  greater  will  be  their  similarity ;  and  even  supposing  some  of 
the  words  to  be  foreign  and  Aramaic,  Solomon  may  easily  have 
acquired  them  throu^  his  constant  intercourse  witn  the  neis'h- 
bouring  nations,  or  from  his  foreign  wives,  especially  as  inis 
book  was  written  late  in  life."' 

In  opposition  to  these  curious  assertions,  it  must  be  main- 
tained, that  the  argument  derived  from  the  late  character  of  the 
Hebrew,  and  from  the  Chaldaisms,  is  good  and  conclusive.  It 
may  be  that  Knobel'  and  others  have  found  too  many  modem 
Hebrew  expressions  and  Chaldaisms  in  the  book ;  ana  that  his 
examples  need  the  sifting  to  which  Herzfeld  has  subjected  them. 
Yet  tnough  the  list  of  the  latter  be  accepted — eleven  to  fifteen 
expressions  and  constructions  foreign  to  the  older  literature,  and 
eight  to  ten  Chaldaisms^ — a  list  certainly  too  small,  it  is  suffi- 
cient to  attest  the  lateness  of  the  work. 

Marks  of  acquaintance  with  earlier  writings  are  observable 
here  and  there,  as  at  v.  15,  compared  with  Job  i.  21 ;  vii.  28  with 
Job  ix.  3.  In  like  manner  Jeremiah  seems  to  have  been  in  his 
mind  in  certain  passages,  as  vi.  10  and  vii.  24,  compared  with 
Jer.  xvii.  9.     Phrases  and  words  have  been  taken  from  the 

Proverbs,  such  as  M3  7^3  a  birdy  x.  20 ;  Prov.  i.  17.  p^H 
Dn^  iv.  6 ;  Prov.  vi.  10 ;  xxiv.  33.  NfiTD  tranquillity^  x.  4 ; 
Prov.  xiv.  30;  xv.  4.     H^  x.  18;  Prov.  xix.  15.    filMyn 

^  Holden,  Attempt  to  illiutTate  the  book  of  Ecclesiastes,  preliminary  dissertation, 
p.  xii. 

*  The  Hebrew  Text  and  a  Latin  translation  of  the  book  of  Solomon,  called  Eccle- 
riastes,  etc.,  pp.  7,  8. 

*  Commentar,  Einleitong,  p.  69,  et  seqq. 

^  Koheleth  ueberseUt  nnd  erlaatert,  Charakter  des  Baches,  }M>  ^- 
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ii.  8 ;  Prov.  xix.  10 ;  Song  of  Sol.  vii.  7.  This  acquaiiitance 
with  the  rich  literature  of  his  forefathers  must  have  deepened 
the  author's  dissatisfaction  with  his  own  times,  and  tended  to 
produce  his  unfavourable  judgment  on  the  state  of  the  world  in 
general.  The  rich  wisdom  and  valuable  writings  of  the  olden 
time  contrasted  most  favourably  with  the  poverty  that  distin- 
guished his  own  in  poetry,  wisdom,  self-reliance,  elasticity,  and 
{rosperity.  The  former  spirit  of  the  nation  had  degenerated, 
ts  independence  had  evaporated  ;  its  history  ceased  to  be  worth 
recording.  The  tone  is  tnat  of  one  who  had  ceased  to  hope  for 
the  future  greatness  and  glory  of  his  nation.  The  old  writings 
breathed  a  spirit  which  could  not  be  reproduced ;  and  aU  that 
the  author  borrows  from  them  comes  unconsciously  from  what 
th^  left  in  his  mind. 

In  accordance  with  the  diction  is  the  general  style  of  the 
book,  which  is  mean,  inelegant,  and  prosaic,  possessing  little  of 
r  the  true  poetical  character  even  in  the  structure  of  the  periods. 
I   Yet  it  has  a  sort  of  rhetorical  and  dialectic  turn,  which  elevates 
I   it  slightly  above  mere  prose.     But  there  is  no  rhythmical  series 
I    of  strophes,  as  Koester  and  Vaihinger  have  attempted  to  prove. 
The  outward  form  of  ideas  shews  no  such  careful  arrangement 
and  consecution  on  the  part  of  the  writer.     Parallelism  appears 
irregularly  and  seldom.     The  flow  of  discourse  can  only  reach 
it  with  difficulty.     From  its  similarity  to  Proverbs,  the  work  is 
indeed  poetical.    But  the  old  spirit  of  Hebrew  poetry  had  become 
extinct ;  and  much  of  the  poetical  character  it  possesses  arises 
from  the  nature  of  the  subject,  which  is  didactic,  philosophical, 
and  partly  gnomologicaL     The  Hebrews  rank  Coheleth  among 
the  poetical  books,  which  they  have  done  from  its  resemblance 
/  to  Proverbs  and  supposed  Solomonic  authorship.     It  is  imbued 
with  a  philosophy  unfavourable  to  high  religious  inspiration. 
The  style  is  flat,  imworthy  of  the  age  of  Solomon.     It  is  only 
at  the  beginning  and  close  (i.  2-11 ;  xi.  8-xii.  8)  that  the  lan- 
guage rises  to  a  higher  elevation,  and  looks  like  that  of  genuine 
poetry.^ 

The  position  of  the  book  furnishes  another  argument  against 
its  Solomonic  authorship.  If  the  collectors  of  the  canonical  books 
had  considered  it  Solomon's,  they  would  not  have  given  it  a  place 
between  Lamentations  and  Estnjer,  away  from  the  writings  be- 
longing to  Solomon's  age.  It  stands  immediately  before  books 
of  the  post-exile  period.  The  fact  that  the  author  issues  his  work 
imder  the  name  of  a  sage  celebrated  in  antiquity,  attests  the 
lateness  of  the  period  at  which  he  wrote ;  just  as  the  authors  of 
Daniel's  prophecies  and  the  Wisdom  of  Solomon  betray  their  age 
by  the  same  procedure. 

^  See  Ewald,  Die  Diehter  des  alten  Bondes,  vol.  it.  p.  194. 
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If  these  observations  be  correct,  tbe  book  cannot  haye  been 
composed  before  the  exile.  Yet  the  Talmudists  seem  to  have 
thoug^ht  so.  In  Baba  Bathra  f.  15.  c.  1,  we  read,  ^'Hezekiah 
and  nis  associates  tcrote  Isaiah,  Proverbs,  Song  of  Songs,  and 
Coheleth."  Here  the  verb  to  write  (30-9)  appears  at  first  sight 
to  mean,  the  collecting  or  redaction  oi  the  book,  were  it  not  for 
the  context,  where  the  same  verb  is  manifestly  employed  to 
signify  write  as  an  author,  or  write  down  for  the  first  time.  It  is 
wrong  to  restrict  the  word,  with  Ginsburg,  to  final  editorship, 
excluding  all  authorship.  When  it  is  said  that  ''  Moses  wrote 
his  book  does  it  mean  no  more  than  that  he  finally  edited  the 
Pentateuch  P  So  too  B.  Gedaliah  in  Shalsheieth  Hakkabalah, 
f.  66,  6,  says :  "  Isaiah  wrote  his  own  book,  and  Proverbs,  and 
the  Song  of  Songs,  and  Coheleth,"  Isaiah  having  been  thought 
the  leading  person  in  the  learned  society  of  Hezekiah's  time. 
Such  Rabbinical  traditions  are  of  no  value. 

Schmidt  thinks  that  Coheleth  wrote  in  the  period  between 
Manasseh  and  Hezekiah.  In  favour  of  this  ne  relies  upon 
internal  evidence.  So  also  Jahn  believes,  who  extends  the  time 
of  composition  from  Manasseh  to  the  end  of  the  kingdom  of 
Judah.     But  Bertholdt  has  shewn  the  hvpothesis  to  be  baseless. 

Attempts  have  been  made  to  discover  from  internal  evidence  at 
what  particular  part  of  the  Persian  period  the  book  originated, 
supposing  it  no  later.  That  the  rulers  of  the  land  were  inca- 
pable, drunken,  indolent,  corrupt,  low-bom,  is  plain  from  various 
passages,  such  as  x.  1,  18,  19;  vii.  1-7.  That  the  poor  were 
oppressed  and  justice  perverted  seems  to  follow  from  v.  7,  etc. 
But  we  cannot  say  that  these  references  point  unmistakeably  to 
the  Persian  satrapy  in  Palestine,  as  it  existed  under  Pseudo- 
Smerdis,  Xerxes,  and  Artaxerxes.  This  assertion  however  is 
hazarded  by  Hengstenberg  and  Keil,  who  relying  on  the 
allusions  we  have  just  mentioned  to  the  deep  degradation  of 
the  ruling  nation,  adduce  in  addition  various  points  of  con- 
tact between  Coheleth  and  Malachi,  and  an  erroneous  hypo- 
thesis respecting  the  closing  of  the  canon  in  the  reign  of 
Artaxerxes.  It  is  affirmed  that  the  spirit  of  formalism,  self- 
righteousness,  incipient  Pharisaism  appear  in  Malachi  and 
Ecclesiastes.  Priestism  prevailed.  A  tmrst  for  justice  against 
the  heathen  was  entertained.  Dead  orthodoxy  could  not  over- 
come living  selfishness.  A  comparison  is  made  between  such 
rassages  as  vii.  16  and  Mai.  iii.  7;  v.  3-5  and  Mai.  i.  8,  14. 
Discontent  with  the  divine  arrangements  also  appears  in  Mai. 
ii.  17,  and  deep-seated  avarice  in  iii.  8.  The  dialogistic  form  in 
which  sentiments  are  propounded  is  also  said  to  have  a  parallel 
in  Malachi,  and  therefore  to  indicate  contemporaneous  orip^n. 
We  confess  however  that  such  considerations  furnish  precanous 
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proof  of  iihe  exact  time  when  Ecclesiastes  was  written.  They 
do  not  in  our  opinion  fix  it  to  the  life  of  Nehemiah,  or  the  laat 
years  of  Artaxerxes.  In  fact,  many  critics  seek  for  too  special 
allusions  in  the  general  sentiments  of  Coheleth.  Hengstenberg 
errs  greatly  in  this  respect.  Kaiser  was  extravagant  and  absurd 
in  finding  the  lives  of  the  kings  of  David's  house  from  Solomon 
to  Zedekiah  described  in  a  veued  form.  That  Ecclesiastes  was 
written  later  than  Malachi  appears  from  the  character  of  the  lan^ 
guage.  The  strongly  Aramaean  colouring  of  it  seems  to  forbid 
so  early  a  date  as  400  B.C.  The  language  must  have  been  purer 
and  better  then,  as  the  book  of  Malachi  itself  shews.  This  is  con- 
firmed by  the  circumstance  that  the  view  given  in  Malachi  of 

the  priest  as  the  messenger  of  the  Lord  (rffll*  *]t< /&)  had  so 
incorporated  itself  into  the  phraseology  when  Ecclesiastes  was 

written,  as  to  drop  the  T\V\\  or  D^il /t<  and  become  simply  *jN7i3. 

Judging  firom  the  diction   the  beginning  of  the   Macedonian 

?3riod  seems  the  most  likely  for  its  origin.  The  views  of  the 
harisees  and  Sadducees  were  fermenting  in  the  minds  of  the 
thoughtful,  but  undeveloped.  Literary  fictions  appeared  at  that 
time,  but  hardly  so  early  as  Nehemiah,  except  the  case  of  Deu- 
teronomy. B^nmiiller,  Ewald,  Knobel,  and  De  Wette  are  cor- 
rect in  placing  the  book  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Persian  period, 
about  335  b.g.  With  this  alone  agree  all  its  internal  pheno- 
mena; whereas  another  spirit  began  to  appear  early  in  the 
Grecian  period,  as  the  book  of  Esther  shews,  its  position  before 
the  latter,  among  the  Hagiographa,  goes  to  confirm  the  same 
opinion.  Bleek^  mclines  to  put  it  in  the  age  of  the  Syrian  supre- 
macy of  Judea,  which  seems  to  us  a  very  doubtful  conjecture. 

Not  very  different  is  the  view  of  &kel,  Bergst,  and  Ber- 
tholdt,  who  put  its  origin  considerably  after  Alexander,  but 
before  Antiochus  Epiplmnes.  Perhaps  this  is  too  late.  The 
arguments  adduced  for  it,  such  as  Grsecisms  and  antagonistic 
references  to  the  Pharisees  and  Sadducees  have  been  invalidated 
by  Bertholdt  himself.  And  if  we  believe  that  this  origin  is 
too  late,  that  assigned  by  Hartmann  is  still  more  so,  viz.,  the 
Maccabean  period.  Its  appearance  during  the  Maccabean 
struggles  for  national  freedom  and  religion  would  have  been 
an  anomaly  in  history.  A  philosophical  work  would  hardly 
have  been  produced  amid  the  terrible  scenes  then  passing. 

Hitzig  endeavours  to  prove  that  it  belongs  to  the  year  204 
B.C.  The  process  by  which  he  brings  out  this  conclusion  is 
ingenious,  but  highly  artificial.  His  judgment  is  at  fault  here. 
His  error  arises  from  discovering  ^edfic  historical  allusions  in 

^  Einldtaiig  in  daa  alte  Testaineiit,  p.  643. 
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the  author^s  genetal  reflections,  as  in  fixing  the  term  *1^3  (x.  16) 
upon  Ptolemy  y.  Epiphanes,  fifteen  years  of  age  at  his  father's 
death.  As  Hahn  has  refuted  Hitzig  in  his  argumentation  respect- 
ing the  date,  it  is  unnecessary  to  proye  its  groundlessness. 

It  appears  to  us  that  Ecclesiastes  was  written  in  Palestine. 
Jerusalem  seems  to  haye  been  the  writer  s  home,  for  he  speaks  of 
"  the  house  of  God/'  "  the  place  of  the  holy,"  and  "  the  city," 
as  familiar  objects  (y.  1 ;  yiii.  10).  We  do  not  think  with 
Ewald,  that  the  proyerbial  expression  in  x.  15  implies  his  abode 
in  some  country  town  of  Palestine  rather  than  the  metropolis. 
The  Wisdom  of  Solomon  which  bears  most  analogy  to  Gohdeth, 
was  an  Egyptian  production,  written  in  Gbeek,  in  the  name  of 
Solomon  also,  in  wnom  wisdom  is  represented  as  personified. 

The  epilogue  (xii.  9-14)  has  been  pronounced  unauthentic  by 
Doederlein,  Schmidt,  Bertholdt,  Umbrelt,  and  Enobel.  But 
there  is  no  good  reason  for  thinking  that  it  proceeded  from 
any  other  than  the  author  of  the  work^  who  separates  him- 
self from  the  wise  preacher  he  had  fictitiously  introduced,  testi- 
fying that  he  was  a  teacher  of  wisdom  who  had  also  written 
down  his  instructions  for  the  good  of  the  people.  The  use  of 
the  third  person  in  speaking  of  Coheleth  is  not  unexampled,  for 
we  find  the  same  in  yii.  27.  Neither  language  nor  ideas  clash 
with  the  body  of  the  work.  But  as  Knobel's  arguments  haye 
been  well  refuted  by  Herzfeld,  they  need  not  be  dealt  with 
again.  The  ninth  yerse  is  supposed  by  this  Jewish  critic  to 
fayour  the  hypothesis  of  the  epilogue  haying  been  a  later  addi- 
tion from  the  writer's  own  hand;  which  is  unnecessary.  The 
author  speaks  of  the  fictitious  personage  he  had  introduced, 
after  he  had  made  him  terminate  the  discussion. 

It  is  surprising  to  see  how  old  errors  linger  among  men. 
This  of  course  arises  from  ignorance  and  an  indisposition  to 
learn.  Nothing  exemplifies  the  fact  more  clearly  than  the  attach- 
ment to  the  Solomonic  authorship  of  Ecclesiastes.  Though 
sound  criticism  has  repudiated  it  long  ago ;  ignorance  still  holds 
it.  Eyen  in  Germany  Yon  Essen  and  Wangemann  adhere  to 
the  antiquated  notion.  The  diction  and  style  effectually  proye 
that  the  writer  does  not  giye  a  dramatic  biography  of  his  own 
life.  Solomon  does  not  reenact  the  successiye  scenes  of  his 
search  for  happiness.  He  does  not  become  the  yarious  phases  of 
his  former  self.  If  any  evidence  lie  in  the  work  itself,  that 
evidence  is  sufficient  to  disprove  the  Solomonic  origin. 

A  more  plausible  method  of  vindicating  for  Solomon  some 
share  in  the  work,  is  that  adopted  by  Staudlin,  who  supposes 
that  the  monarch,  towards  the  end  of  his  life,  exhausted  and 
satiated  with  worldly  enjoyments,  waved  somewhat  in  his  prin- 
ciples.   Deep  melancholy  came  upon  him  at  times,  which  pre- 
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sented  all  objects  in  a  black  form.  He  felt  tbat  all  was  vain, 
transitory,  and  imperfect.  As  he  looked  upon  tbe  world  and 
saw  more  evil  than  good  in  it,  he  tormented  himself  with  doubts 
respecting  divine  providence.  The  prosperity  of  the  vicious, 
as  well  as  the  misfortunes  of  the  Yirtuous,  gave  him  the  greatest 
uneasiness.  The  Mosaic  doctrine  of  retribution  could  not  give 
him  peace,  for  he  had  advanced  beyond  it ;  and  yet  he  had  not 
arrived  at  the  stage  in  which  he  could  satisfactorily  solve  the 
riddle  of  life.  Perhaps  he  had  represented  this  state  in  several 
essavs,  which  a  later  Hebrew  found  and  extracted  from,  as  well 
as  trom  several  proverbs  not  yet  collected,  in  order  to  compose 
the  book  of  Ecclesiastes.  This  writer  introduced  king  Solomon 
discoursing  of  the  theme.  At  the  conclusion,  he  himself  added 
a  few  remarks  indicating  the  result  of  the  whole,  and  giving 
some  account  of  the  origm  of  the  book.  Thus  the  materials  are 
Solomon's,  put  into  form  and  shape  by  a  redactor. 

The  hypothesis  in  question  is  whoUy  improbable.  If  Solomon 
composed  essays,  why  were  they  not  given  without  alteration  P 
At  the  late  period  of  the  supposed  editor,  the  name  of  the 
monarch  was  invested  with  an  excessive  sanctity  which  would 
have  been  violated  most  grievously  by  putting  another  garb  on 
anything  he  had  written.  The  redactor  must  have  totally 
modem^ed  the  language.  And  how  could  Solomon  himself 
speak  in  it  ?  Incongruously  the  whole  form  of  the  Solomonic 
writing  must  have  been  removed, — almost  the  only  thing  by 
which  the  work  could  have  been  known  and  accredited  as  his. 
Hence  the  redactor  must  have  defeated  his  own  purpose.  Yet 
Kenan  still  speaks  of  a  modem  redaction  altering  the  primitive 
style. 

Whatever  modification  of  the  same  view  be  adopted,  it  is 
liable  to  insuperable  objections.  If  it  be  alleged  that  the  sub- 
stance and  sentiments  were  transmitted  orally  and  that  a  late 
redactor  committed  them  to  writing  we  ask,  how  could  they 
have  been  correctly  or  truly  handed  down  from  one  generation 
to  another  throughout  six  centuries  P  What  guarantee  have  we 
that  they  were  not  materially  transformed  in  the  mouths  of  men 
during  that  long  period  P  They  must  have  been  so  in  reality, 
unless  a  continued  miracle — ^which  ceases  to  be  one — ^interposed 
to  prevent  it.  And  then  the  problem  discussed  is  not  one  which 
was  likely  to  agitate  the  mind  of  Solomon's  age.  It  required 
a  more  advanced  time.  The  Mosaic  doctrine  sufBced  in  the 
flourishing  era  of  the  kingdom.  It  was  not  till  the  decline  of 
monarchy  in  Judah,  that  such  a  theme  was  forced  upon  Hebrew 
reflectiveness.  The  book  of  Job,  which  discusses  it  in  a  different 
manner,  was  much  later  than  Solomon.  Besides,  internal 
evidence  contradicts  the  hypothesis  in  question.     Solomon  could 
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not  say  of  his  saooessor,  "  who  knoweth  whether  he  shall  be  a 
wise  man  or  a  fool"  (ii.  19).  And  he  could  hardly  say  ^^also 
my  wisdom  remained  with  me"  (ii.  9) ;  nor  would  he  satirise 
himself  by  affirming,  *^  I  got  me  the  delights  of  the  sons  of  men, 
a  wife  and  wives"  (ii.  8).  The  sentiments  often  disagree  with 
what  we  know  of  Solomon's  person  and  character.  The  picture 
of  the  times  is  whoUy  different  from  his  reign.  Both  ideas  and 
language  agree.  The  former  cannot  be  put  centuries  prior  to 
the  later,  without  disturbing  their  natural  congrtdty.  T^atever 
Tiew  be  taken  of  the  age  of  Solomon  when  he  uttered  such  sen- 
timents, it  is  exceedingly  improbable  that  he  ever  expressed 
them.  He  would  not  have  so  described  himself;  especially  as 
the  problem  is  left  much  as  he  found  it.  Unconditional  belief 
in  the  divine  righteousness  and  power,  is  not  the  solution  here 
presented,  as  in  the  book  of  Job.  The  author  cannot  eet  beyond, 
''Fear  God  and  keep  his  commandments."  But  although  he 
does  not  reach  the  length  of  Job's  conclusion,  it  is  no  small 
matter  that  he  retains  his  faith  in  the  fear  of  God  and  practical 
morality.  Amid  all  his  objectionable  moods  and  utterances, 
t/iat  is  not  abandoned.     So  far,  he  does  well. 

IV.  Doubts  entertained  op  rrs  AUTHORrrv  and  inspiration. 
— ^It  is  not  remarkable  that  the  book  of  Ecclesiastes  has  been  a 
stumbling  block  to  many.  The  Jews  were  not  unanimous  in 
their  opinion  of  its  divine  authority,  as  we  learn  &om  the 
Mishna  (Tract.  Jadaim  3,  5)  where  there  are  notices  of  disputa- 
tions on  the  part  of  distinguished  Jewish  scholars  respecting  the 
Song  of  Songs  and  Ecclesiastes,  and  a  different  opinion  of  the 
latter  is  said  to  have  been  entertained  by  the  two  schools  of 
Hillel  and  Schammai.  Pesikta  Rab.  fol.  33,  c.  1;  Midrash 
Coheleth  fol.  311,  c.  1.     Vayyikra  Rabba,  sect.  28,  fol.  161^ 

c.  2 :  "  The  wise  sought  to  put  aside  (U^7  om'oKpvTrreai)   the 

book  Coheleth  because  they  found  in  it  words  leaning  to 
heresy."  Others  in  the  Tahnud.  Tract.  Schabbath  foL  30,  c.  2 
assign  tins  reason  for  their  wishing  to  declare  it  apocryphal, 
**  because  its  words  overthrow  one  another,"  a  position  which 
Abenezra  in  his  Commentary  on  vii.  3,  illustrates  by  passages 
apparently  contradictory  ;  to  which  he  applies  a  hajmonising 
prmciple  of  his  own.  Other  reasons  were  given  for  the  same 
procedure,  such  as,  ^^  Because  all  the  wisdom  of  Solomon  consists 
at  last  in  this :  Rejoice,  O  young  man,  in  thy  youth,  etc.,  which 
is  at  variance  with  Nmn.  xv.  39"  (Midrash  Cohel.  fol.  114, 
c.  1).  Others  affirm  that  the  utterances  of  the  book  which  seem 
to  attribute  eternity  to  the  world  furnished  the  great  stumbling 
block;  and  therefore  Maunonides  has  taken  up  and  copiously 
discussed  the  point.     Yet  they  retained  the  book,  as  is  said  in 
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Tract.  Shabbath.  fol.  30,  2,  "  because  at  the  beginning  of  it  and 
at  the  end  of  it  are  the  words  of  the  law"  (comp.  i.  3  and  xii.  3). 
In  the  time  of  Jerome  the  Hebrews  said :  '^  Although  among 
other  writings  of  Solomon  which  have  become  antiquated  and 
have  not  remained  in  the  memory,  this  book  might  seem  de- 
serving of  obliteration  because  it  asserts  that  the  creatures  of 
God  are  vain  and  thinks  all  is  vanity,  and  prefers  eating,  drink- 
ing, and  transient  pleasures  to  all  things ;  yet  from  this  one  little 
chapter  (the  twelfth)  it  deserved  to  be  numbered  with  the  divine 
books  because  it  has  terminated  the  whole  discussion  with  the 
conclusion,  'We  should  fear  God  and  keep  his  commandments/  " 

A  few  of  the  Christian  fathers  likewise  appear  to  have 
stumbled  at  the  book.  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  maintained  that 
Solomon  had  composed  both  Proverbs  and  Ecclesiastes  for  the 
benefit  of  others,  not  from  a  gift  of  prophecy  he  had  received, 
but  at  least  from  human  prudence ;  a  position  for  which  he  was 
anathematised  by  the  council  of  Constantinople,  since  it  rejected 
his  divine  inspiration  when  writing  the  work.  We  find  Phi- 
lastrius  of  Brescia  also  attacking  certain  anonymous  heretics 
who  foimd  fault  with  the  work.  Abulfaragius,  a  Christian 
writer  among  the  Arabians,  thought  that  Solomon  drew  the 
opinion  about  no  resurrection  of  the  dead  from  Empedodes, 
a  Pythagorean  philosopher  supposed  to  be  contemporary  with 
David. 

Spinoza  says  of  Solomon  "  that  he  excelled  others  in  wisdom, 
but  not  in  the  prophetic  gift/'  and  he  blames  him  because  he 
taught  in  Ecclesiastes  ^'  that  all  the  goods  of  fortune  are  vain  to 
men." 

It  is  needless  to  quote  the  sentiments  of  Le  Clerc,  or  the 
Halle  theologians  of  a  former  day. 

The  New  Testament  neither  cites  nor  refers  to  Ecclesiastes. 
Hengstenberg  indeed  says  the  opposite ;  but  his  list  of '  imdeniable' 
references  is  taken  from  the  air.  What  modem  critic  but  him- 
self would  gravely  bring  forward  such  a  catalogue  of  passages  in 
the  New  Testament  as  the  following,  in  connection  with  Eccle- 
siastes :  Luke  xiii.  34  comp.  Eccles.  i.  1 ;  Luke  xii.  16-21  comp. 
Eccles.  ii.  1,  2 ;  Matt.  xi.  19  comp.  Eccles.  ii.  24 ;  John  vii.  30 
comp.  Eccles.  iii.  1 ;  John  xvi.  21  comp.  Eccles.  iii.  2 ;  Luke 
xxui.  34  comp.  Eccles.  iv.  17 ;  James  i.  19  comp.  Eccles.  iv.  17, 
V.  1 ;  Matt.  vi.  7,  8  comp.  Eccles.  v.  1 ;  James  iii.  6  comp. 
Eccles.  V.  5,  xii.  6 ;  Matt,  xxiii.  23  comp.  Eccles.  vii.  18 ;  John 
ix.  4  comp.  Eccles.  ix.  10  P^  The  fact  that  the  New  Testament 
contains  neither  any  quotation  from  the  book  before  us,  nor  any 
reference  to  it,  &rnishes  no  argument  against  it. 

^  Einleitaiig,  p.  34. 
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By  a  strange  interpretation  of  xii.  11  Hengstenberg  makes 
the  author  enrol  his  book  among  the  collection  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment canonical  writings,  attribute  to  it  a  deeply-penetrating 
efficacy,  and  deduce  it  from  divine  inspiration/  The  difficult 
verse  is  not  properly  understood  by  the  learned  critic.^  Other 
Old  Testament  writings  stand  in  the  same  category.  No 
occasion  called  for  quotation.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Eccle- 
siastes  was  in  the  canonical  Ust  from  the  time  that  list  was 
completed.  Ever  since  the  canon  was  closed  the  book  was 
among  the  Hebrew  Scriptures.  Hence  it  has  the  authority 
belonging  to  it  as  one  part  of  the  collection  which  the  apostles 
regarded  as  divine.  The  Saviour  himself  sanctioned  the  J  ewish 
writings  as  a  tchole;  though  he  did  not  declare  each  and  ever  if 
part  of  those  writings  to  be  of  divine  origin.  The  attempt  to 
make  Christ  and  his  apostles  vouch  for  the  mspiration  and  infal- 
libility of  every  single  book  in  the  Old  Testament  and  every  part 
of  each  book,  is  nugatory.  All  that  can  be  fairly  collected  nrom 
their  sayings  ia,  a  general  sanction  of  the  canonical  authority  of 
the  collection. 

V.  Views  op  ComLEra  respecting  iMMORXALnr  and  future 
JUDGMENT. — Some  important  questions  have  been  started  re- 
specting the  belief  of  Coheleth  in  a  future  state,  such  as  his  idea 
of  the  soul's  immortality  and  of  a  future  judgment.  Let  us 
briefly  consider  these  points. 

1.  What  was  Coheieth's  belief  respecting  the  serrate  exis- 
tence of  the  soul  after  death  ?  The  passages  bearmg  on  this 
point  are  the  following : — 

"  Then  shall  the  dust  return  to  the  earth  as  it  was :  and  the 
spirit  shall  return  unto  God  who  gave  if  (xii.  7). 

''There  is  no  work,  nor  device,  nor  knowledge,  nor  wisdom 
in  the  grave,  whither  thou  goest"  (ix.  10). 

"  Who  knoweth  the  spirit  of  man  that  goeth  upward,  and  the 
spirit  of  the  beast  that  goeth  downward  to  the  earth  ?"  (iii.  21). 

''  And  this  also  is  a  sore  evil,  that  in  all  points  as  he  came,  so 
shall  he  go :  and  what  profit  hath  he  that  hath  laboured  for 
the  windP''  (v.  16). 

These  passages  appear  to  us  to  imply  nothing  more  than  what 
is  found  in  Mosaism,  viz.,  unacquaintedness  with  the  immor- 
tality of  the  soul.  It  was  an  opinion  among  the  Hebrews  that  the 
spirit  of  man  is  a  portion  of  the  divine  Spirit  which  animates  and 
vivifies  all  things  in  the  world,  and  that  it  returned  into  the  same 
or  was  absorbed  into  it.  The  human  spirit  was  thus  an  emanation 
from  the  divine  breath  diffused  through  nature,  assuming  an  in- 
dividual existence  at  its  union  with  body,  and  losing  it  again  at 

^  Einleit  p.  33. 

'  See  Hciligstedt's  Commentariiui  gnmmatioiui,  etc.  pp.  884,  385. 
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their  separation.  This  beKef  is  contained  in  the  words  of  Ps.  civ. 
29,  "  thou  takest  away  their  breath,  they  die  and  return  to  their 
dust;"  of  Job  xxxiv.  14,  15,  "if  he  gather  unto  himself  his 
eroirit  and  his  breath.  All  flesh  shall  perish  together,  and  man 
shall  turn  again  unto  dust."  It  is  also  implied  in  Q-en.  vi.  3, 
"  My  spirit  shall  not  always  be  humiliated  in  man."  In  Eccles. 
iii.  21,  the  writer  professes  that  he  does  not  know  whether  the 
spirit  in  man  and  that  in  beasts  return  to  God  in  the  same 
manner,  seeing  they  are  both  alike  emanations  from  Him,  or 
whether  the  two  are  distinguished  after  death,  so  that  the  one, 
because  breathed  into  man  in  a  singular  way  at  first,  is  not  at 
death  lifted  up  and  separated  from  the  spirit  of  the  beasts 
that  goes  downward.  The  proper  version  of  iii.  21  is,  "who 
knoweth  the  spirit  of  man,  whether  it  goeth  upward,  and  the 
spirit  of  the  beast,  whether  it  goeth  downward  to  the  earth  P" 

the  n  before  H/S  and  n*lT  heing  interrogative,  not  the  article. 
Hence  it  should  be  pointed  with  patach  and   Chateph-patach 

n /Jjn  and  m^^n .  The  Masoretes  punctuated  it  as  the  article, 
because  any  question  respecting  the  immortality  of  the  soul  was 
a  stumbling-block  to  them.  All  the  ancient  versions,  the  LXX., 
Vidgate,  Syriac,  Chaldee,  Arabic,  make  the  H  interrogative. 
So  do  Luther  and  most  recent  critics.  Hengstenberg,  however, 
abides  by  the  punctuation,  adducing  various  argumente  in  ite 
favour,  which  it  is  needless  to  refiite.^  While  the  author  is  sure 
that  the  bodies  of  both  return  to  dust,  he  has  not  arrived  at  the 
knowledge  of  the  distinction  of  their  spirits  after  death.  "  For 
that  which  befalleth  the  sons  of  men  befaUeth  beasts,  even  one 
thing  befalleth  them :  as  the  one  dieth,  so  dieth  the  other ;  yea, 
they  have  all  one  breath ;  so  that  a  man  hath  no  pre-eminence 
above  a  beast ;  for  all  is  vanity.  All  go  unto  one  place ;  all  are 
of  the  dust,  and  all  turn  to  dust  again"  (iii.  19,  20).  Such 
are  the  words  preceding  the  question,  "  Who  knoweth  the  spirit 
of  man,"  etc.,  shewing  the  darkness  of  the  writer  respecting 
the  spirit's  future  individual  existence.  The  writer  does  not 
mean,  who  regards  or  considers,  expressing  his  surprise  that 
so  few  regarded  the  different  destiny  of  the  spirits  of  men 
and  brutes,  for  this  is  inconsistent  with  the  context.  What  he 
means  by  spirit,  can  be  nothing  else  than  the  vital  or  animal 
spirit.  The  same  imorance  appears  in  ix.  10 ;  there  is  no  know- 
ledge in  Sheol.  There  is  no  wisdom  there.  It  is  a  region  of 
gloom.  It  is  idle  to  say  with  Stuart  that  Coheleth  here  reca- 
pitulates what  the  objector  had  said.  No  such  objector  appears 
directly  or  indirectly  in  the  preceding  context.     In  ix.  2-6,  it  is 

1  Commentar,  p.  118,  et  seqq. 
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plainly  predicated  that  there  is  no  difference  between  the  good 
and  the  bad  in  and  after  death :  "  the  dead  know  not  anything, 
neither  have  they  any  more  a  reward."  In  xii.  7  the  author 
simply  expresses  his  belief  that  the  spirit  returns  to  Gbd.  It  is 
reabsorbed  into  the  divine  Spirit,  just  as  the  body  returns  to  its 
original  dust,  the  material  whence  it  was  taken.  The  context 
of  this  passage  sufficiently  shews  that  Coheleth  did  not  dream 
of  a  blessed  mmiortality  afiker  death,  because  the  return  of  the 
human  spirit  to  God  is  immediatdy  followed  by  ^'  vanity  of 
vanities,  all  is  vanity"  (ver.  8).  Its  return  to  Gk)d  is  appre- 
hended as  the  invisible  continuation  of  comfortless,  joyless  old 
age.  This  reabsorption  of  the  spirit  into  God  Ginsburg  impro- 
perly identifies  witn  the  heathen  doctrine  of  the  soul's  revision 
mto  the  anima  tnundi  or  soul  of  the  world,  and  forthwith  declares 
it  heathenish  and  utterly  at  variance  with  the  tenor  of  the 
Bible.  There  is  a  distinction  between  the  things  which  he  con- 
founds. The  anima  mundi  was  not  a  direct  emanation  from  one 
God,  the  only  personal  source  of  life  ;  rather  was  it  identical  with 
Deily  and  pantheistic.  Unlike  Coheleth's  view,  it  did  not  consist 
with  a  pure  theism.  By  his  style  of  reasoning  Schleiermacher, 
who  at  one  period  of  lusiife  at  least,  believed  that  the  soul  of 
man  should  be  taken  hereafter  into  allgemeine  Oeist,  was  so  far  a 
heathen.  The  arguments  advanced  against  the  view  of  the 
passage  which  regards  it  as  alluding  to  the  re-absorption  of  the 
spirit  into  the  Deity  are  mgue  and  worthless;  such  as,  that  God 
is  described  in  the  &ble  as  a  personal  and  super^mundane  being 
separated  from  and  independent  of  matter ;  as  if  such  view  of 
the  divine  nature  were  not  in  harmony  with  the  idea  contained 
in  the  passage:  that  there  is  a  radical  difference  between  the 
Creator  and  the  creature, — ^between  their  ontological  natures, — 
a  fact  which,  so  far  as  it  is  enunciated  in  the  Btble,  is  in  unison 
with  our  exposition,  not  opposed  to  it :  that  the  abhorrence  of 
sin  and  approbation  of  holiness  apparent  throughout  the  Old 
Testament,  shew  that  the  distinction  between  a  soul  defiled  with 
one,  and  imbued  with  the  other,  will  not  be  destroyed  at  once 
and  for  ever ;  as  if  Coheleth  expressly  referred  here  to  souls,  or 
entertained  a  definite  belief  respecting  their  different  ftitures : 
that  iii.  21  is  at  variance  with  our  interpretation;  whereas 
that  passage  expressly  denies  the  separate  mimortality.  It  is 
incorrect  to  say,  that  the  spirit  going  upwards  implies  its  separate 
immortality.  TSot  is  the  sacred  writer  made  to  utter  nonsense,  as 
Ginsburg  affirms,  by  this  re-absorption-theory.  To  remember 
one's  Creator  in  the  days  of  youth,  before  old  age  sets  in ;  to 
fear  God,  keep  His  commandments,  and  enjoy  Ufe  rationally, 
before  the  body  and  spirit  be  separated  by  death,  the  latt^ 
returning  to  the  God  who  gave  it,  is  neither  absurd  nor  non- 
TOL.  n.  24 
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sensical.^  In  the  eye  of  the  Christian  it  seems  a  comfortless 
doctrine ;  but  we  should  remember  that  the  writer  was  a  Jew 
living  in  melancholy  times ;  and  that  his  mind  could  not  fdllv 
shake  off  the  distracting  doubts  with  which  it  was  harassed. 
The  problem  of  the  futiiure  was  to  him  more  insoluble  than  it 
had  been  to  many  of  his  enlightened  countrymen.  The  author 
of  Genesis  vi.  3  had  evidently  the  same  idea  renting  the  con- 
stitution  of  man ;  believing  that  the  spirit  of  God  in  him  was 
an  emanation  from  Jehovah,  which  animates  the  corporeal  frame 
and  afterwards  leaves  it.      Thus   H^^   in  xii.   7,  means  the 

breath  of  lifey  the  living  principle,  which  God  gives  to  animate 
the  body,  and  takes  away  at  death.  Ab  He  is  the  original  source 
of  all  life,  the  breath  of  life  He  had  infused  returns  to  Him. 
That  this  is  the  sense  of  the  word,  is  proved  by  iii.  21 ; 
Ps.  civ.  29 ;  cxxxv.  17 ;  and  by  its  being  used  synonymously 

^thnip^^). 

2.  What  was  the  writer's  belief  respecting  a  future  state  of 
rewards  and  punishments?  The  passages  that  seem  to  favour 
an  affirmative  answer,  are  these : — 

'^  I  said  in  mine  heart,  God  shall  judge  the  righteous  and  the 
wicked:  for  he  hath  appointed  a  time  for  everything  and  for 
every  work"  (iii.  17). 

"  But  know  thou  that  for  all  these  things  God  will  bring  thee 
into  judgment"  (xi.  9). 

"  For  God  shsuil  bring  every  work  into  judgment,  with  every 
secret  thing,  whether  it  be  good,  or  whether  it  he  evil"  (xii.  14). 

"Neither  shall  wickedness  deliver  those  that  are  given  to  it" 
(viii.  8). 

"  It  shall  be  well  with  them  that  fear  God but  it  shall 

not  be  well  with  the  wicked"  ^viii.  12,  13). 

Other  places  favour  a  negative  answer,  as : — 

"  For  the  living  know  that  they  shall  die  :  but  the  dead  know 
not  anything,  neither  have  they  any  more  a  reward"  (ix,  5). 

"  For  God  giveth  to  a  man  that  is  good  in  his  sight,  wisdom, 
and  knowledge,  and  joy :  but  to  the  sinner  he  giveth  travail,  to 
gather  and  to  heap  up,  that  he  may  give  to  him  that  is  good 
before  God.     This  also  is  vanity  and  vexation  of  spirit"  (ii.  26). 

It  will  be  seen  from  these  places  that  the  author  refers  to 
rewards  and  punishmente,  and  the  point  to  be  determined  is, 
did  he  think  of  mere  terrestrial  retribution,  such  as  the  law  of 
Moses  held  forth  and  the  prophets  predicted  ;  or  was  it  to  be 
after  death  P 

That  such  passages  as  iii.  17,  etc.,  refer  to  retribution  in  this 
world,  can  hardly  be  doubted.  The  time  is  lefb  indefinite ;  but 
unless  the  writer  saw  much  farther  than  the  Jewish  authors 

^  See  Ginsburg^s  Coheleth,  pp.  468,  469. 
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generally,  he  meant  no  more  than  that  God  should  pass  judj?* 
ment  some  time  or  other  upon  injustice  in  the  present  lite. 
Even  most  of  the  Apocryphal  books,  which  were  later  than 
Coheleth,  shew  ignorance  of  the  soul's  immortality.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  context  to  indicate  that  the  judgment  refers  to  a 
future  state,  as  GKnsburg  alleges ;  nor  is  there  any  antithesis  in 
the  succeeding  verses.  But  while  the  best  expositors  commonly 
admit  that  earthly  retribution  is  intended  in  the  great  majority 
of  places,  a  few  hold  that  in  one  or  two  the  words  cannot  be  so 
applied.  Thus  Oehler  refers  xi.  9  and  xii.  14  to  judging  souls, 
and  consequently  to  another  life ;  while  Knobel  maintains,  that 
the  latter  passage  has  that  idea.  In  xi.  9  we  refer  the  judgment 
spoken  of  to  the  evil  days  in  the  following  context,  i.e.,  the  time 
of  old  age.  The  sins  of  youth  are  punished  in  old  a|;e.  The 
judgment  begins  then  in  divers  ways  and  forms ;  for  who  knows 
not  the  fresh  vigour  which  some  enjoy  at  that  period,  compared 
with  the  debility  and  disease  of  others.  This  interpretation 
harmonises  not  only  with  the  immediate,  but  the  more  remote 
context ;  with  xii.  7  and  ix.  10.  A  future  judgment  after  death 
does  not  suit  either  the  general  tenor  of  the  book,  or  the  writer's 
mental  development,  which  was  by  no  means  in  advance  of  the 
enlightened  Jews  that  preceded  him.  In  regard  to  xii.  14,  it  is 
the  only  place  in  the  book  which  has  a  fair  appearance  of  refer- 
ring to  a  &ture  judgment.  Knobel  sives  two  reasons  for  so 
interpreting  it.  First,  every  work  is  Drought  into  judgment. 
Secondly,  the  expression,  every  secret  thing,  is  always  so  em- 
ployed :  compare  with  Eom.  ii.  16 ;  1  Cor.  iv.  6 ;  1  Tim,  v.  24, 
25.  Here  we  believe  the  author  had  a  notion  of  future  judg- 
ment, and  expressed  it.  But  he  has  stated  it  generall}\ 
Nothing  specific  is  announced.  The  time,  place,  manner  of  it 
are  not  indicated.  He  had  no  definite  or  fixed  belief  in  the 
fact.  Rather  was  it  an  inkling  or  premonition.  Whatever 
shape  the  feelins^  assumed,  it  was  obscure;  otherwise  it  must 
have  appeared  elsewhere  in  the  book,  and  exerted  a  salutary 
influence  in  suppressing  doubts,  as  well  as  sentiments  that  seem 
to  be  contrary.  Not  long  before,  he  had  written  that  the  spirit 
was  to  pass  into  the  great  source  whence  it  was  taken,  and  lose 
its  personal  existence  (xii.  7) ;  yet  here  he  afiBrms  that  God 
shall  bring  every  work  and  secret  thing  into  the  judgment, 
apparently  forgetting  for  the  moment  what  he  had  said,  or  rising 
higher  in  his  idea  of  the  divine  retribution  and  penetrating  into 
futurity.  To  make  him  consistent  we  should  put  the  sentiment 
into  his  mouth,  that  the  soul  returns  to  the  immediate  presence 
of  God,  there  to  be  judged;  but  that  was  not  what  he  definitely 
thought  of.  When  therefore  Stuart  asks,  "  how  shall  the  spirit 
which  has  returned  to  God  be  judged,  if  it  be  absorbed  in  aim 
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as  a  part  of  his  subtle,  impalpable  essence  P"  he  supposes  that 
Goheleth  reasoned  as  he  does,  and  had  a  consistent  belief  both  in 
the  soul's  future  personality  and  retribution.  This  is  to  attri- 
bute to  him  what  the  book  itself  shews  to  be  incorrect.  Ps.  xvii. 
15  is  quite  misunderstood  by  the  same  critic,  as  though  it  referred 
to  the  resurrection ;  and  Ps.  xvi.  11  expresses  no  more  than  a 
transient  aspiration  or  dim  presentiment  of  the  soul's  existence 
after  death.  No  evidence  can  be  adduced  from  the  Psalms,  nor 
from  any  book  prior  to  Ecclesiastes,  of  the  Hebrew  belief  in  the 
soul's  personal  existence  and  recompense  hereafter.  In  that 
respect  the  present  work  stands  on  the  same  level  as  its  prede- 
cessors. "  We  assume  it  then,"  says  Stuart,  "  as  a  plain  doc- 
trine in  Coheleth  that  retribution,  adequate  and  final,  does  not 
take  place  in  the  present  world."  The  assumption  is  incorrect. 
All  that  the  writer  attaios  to  is,  a  vague  notion  of  some  final 
judgment.  He  believed  it  to  be  in  this  life :  the  notion  that  it 
might  be  in  the  next  sometimes  flashed  across  his  mind.  The 
latter  was  nothing  but  a  dim  foreboding  and  hope,  not  a  settled 
conviction.  The  settled  conviction  cannot  be  niade  out  on  the 
sole  ground  of  xii.  14,  because  so  many  other  passages  run 
counter  to  it.  Through  whatever  process  of  investigation  his 
mind  may  have  passed,  this  can  hardly  be  called  a  confirmed 
opinion. 

If  these  observations  be  correct,  it  cannot  be  the  design  of  the 
book,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  to  shew  that  real  happiness 
consists  in  the  belief  of  a  future  state  of  retribution  where  all 
mysteries  belonging  to  the  present  course  of  the  world  shall 
be  solved.  Such  belief  did  not  spring  up  and  grow  on  Jewish 
ground.  It  is  the  product  of  Christianity  alone.  Judaism  only 
groped  after  it  in  the  twilight. 

We  are  confirmed  in  the  views  now  expressed  by  the  opinion 
of  Herzfeld,  who'  takes  xii.  14,  as  well  as  xi.  9,  not  as  referring 

\to  the  final  judgment,  but  to  one  upon  earth  whose  punishments 
are  the  misfortunes  of  the  entire  lire,  and  particularly  the  suffer- 
old  age.     Not  a  trace,  aiBBrms  this  learned  Eabbi,  of 
in  a  judgment  of  departed  souls  appears  in  the  whole 
book,  except  the  doubts  adduced  in  iii.  18-21.^ 

VI.  Scope  of  thb  vstork. — ^The  older  expositors  went  far 
astray  in  determining  the  scope  of  the  work,  because  they  pro- 
ceedeid  on  the  opinion  that  tne  soul's  immortality  was  taught 
in  it.  But  Coheleth  is  only  acquainted  with  the  Hebrew  Sheol, 
and  the  soul's  shadowy,  impalpable,  impersonal  existence  here- 
after. Hence  Desvoeux,  F.  Bauer,  J.  D.  Michaelis,  Kleuker, 
Doederlein,  and  Zirkel  have  represented  the  main  idea  of  the 
book  more  or  less  imperfectly. 

1  Koheleth  uebersetzt  und  erlautert,  pp.  178, 189. 
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For  the  some  reason  we  must  reject  the  design  of  the  book 
given  by  GKnsburg  in  his  excellent  commentary.  Like  many 
others,  he  assumes  that  the  writer  believes  in  a  fiiture  state 
of  retribution  where  all  the  mysteries  of  the  present  dis- 
pensation shall  be  explained.  Had  the  author  really  en- 
tertained this  opinion,  he  would  not  have  written  down  a 
series  of  difficulties,  doubts^  objections,  counsels,  which  make 
up  the  body  of  his  book,  and  are  not  finally  or  formally  done 
away  at  the  dose.  Equally  incorrect  is  the  hypothesis  of 
others,  that  the  design  of  llcdesiastes  is  an  inquiry  into  the 
Bummum  banum  or  diief  good.  The  book  itself  rejects  the 
idea  of  the  preacher  discussing  various  erroneous  opinions, 
and  finally  determining  the  sovereign  good  to  consist  in  trtte 
wisdomy  whose  praise  is  the  scope  of  the  whole.  In  like  manner 
it  is  not  the  object  ot  the  preacher,  by  shewing  the  emptiness  of 
all  thinffs  earthly,  to  force  those  who  foUow  his  ar^:ument  to 
deduce  the  absolute  necessity  of  a  ftiture  and  better  existence,  as 
the  only  solution  of  the  otherwise  inscrutable  phenomena  pre- 
sented by  t^e  course-  of  man's  life,  as  Nordheimer,  after  Dee- 
voeux,  supposes.^ 

The  true  view  was  approached  more  or  less  closely  by  Schmidt, 
Paulus,  Gaab,  Hanlein,  Rhode,  Bertholdt,  Herder,  Eichhom, 
Umbreit,  Knobel,  Jahn,  De  Wette,  etc.,  whose  respective  opinions 
need  not  be  enumerated.  Knobel  and  De  Wette  give  the 
writer's  object  better  than  the  rest ;  better  m.  our  opioion  than 
even  Ewald,  Hitzig,  or  Stuart. 

The  theme  of  the  book  is  the  vanity^  of  all  earthly  desires  and 
efforts,  as  set  forth  in  the  first  and  second  verses :  ^'  Vanity  of 
vanities ;  all  is  vanity.  What  profit  hath  a  man  of  all  his  labour 
which  he  taketh  under  the  sun  ^'  This  is  repeated  at  the  close. 
'' Yanity  of  vanities,  saith  the  preacher;  all  is  vanity"  (xii.  8). 
Hence  die  purpose  of  the  writer  waa  to  point  out  the  emptiness  |  J 
of  human  me,  and  to  give  some  directions  relative  to  human  \  i 
conduct  suited  to  such  a  view  of  the  world.  He  assumes  the 
position  of  a  man  who,  having  as  it  were  exhausted  life,  stood 
on  the  verge  of  it  taking  a  re^ospect  of  the  way  he  had  come, 
and  lo,  there  was  nothing  but  the  past  and  the  passing.  Time 
had  swallowed  np  all.  He  had  hoped,  laboured,  searched,  in- 
quired, without  finding  anything ;  he  had  indulged  ia  pleasure, 
and  nothing  remained  of  it ;  now  he  sees  the  abyss  of  nothing- 
ness before  him,  mere  emptiness  and  vanity  round  about ;  and 
within  he  feels  a  something  he  cannot  understand,  a  longing 
and  searching  spirit  which  had  failed  to  find  solid  peace. 

The  author  enters  upon  a  kind  of  philosophical  discussion. 
His  work  is  an  exhibition  of  the  struggle  between  the  old 

>  Holden,  Preliminary  dinertatioiiB,  p.  Ixr. 
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\y  Hebrew  view  of  the  world  and  its  afTairs,  and  the  higher  science 
J/   of  life  which  some  of  the  best  minds  in  the  nation  strove  to 
^\      reach.     Old  Israelitish  views  had  been  exposed  to  new  influ- 
ences, especially  to  Zoroastrian  ideas.     The  philosophy  of  the 
nation  was  fermenting  in  various  ways  and  assuming  such  a 
shape  as  rendered  it  capable  of  being  developed  and  divided  by 
the  Greek  philosophy  which  afterwards  affected  it  so  extensively. 
The  elements  of  Pharisaism  and  Sadduceeism  were  in  motion, 
for  the  views  of  these  tendencies  which  the  Jewish  mode  of 
I    thought  soon  took  under  the  impulse  of  Grecian  philosophy, 

^  appear  in  Goheleth  germinant  and  scattered.  Thus  the  matericus 
of  his  thinking  were  of  a  mixed  kind,  though  incorporated  into 
the  Israelitish  philosophy  of  the  day.  Judea  presented  a  gloomy 
aspect  at  the  time.  Injustice,  oppression,  violence  prevailed. 
Tyrannical  rulers  acted  with  impunity.  Sensual,  avaricious, 
incapable  men  were  promoted  to  office,  while  the  virtuous  and 
upright  suffered.  Heathen  rulers  oppressed  the  people  of  God. 
All  this  tended  to  shake  belief  in  the  doctrine  of  divine  retribu- 
tion, and  excite  doubt.  Piety  withered  in  such  an  atmosphere, 
and  ^ve  way  to  incipient  despair.  No  wonder  therefore  that 
Coheleth  strove  to  find  rest  for  his  anxious  mind.  He  saw  the 
wicked  prosper,  the  righteous  suffer,  even  to  the  end.  What 
became  of  the  Mosaic  doctrine  of  retribution  in  this  world,  amid 
such  a  state  of  things  P  It  seemed  inadequate  to  account  for  it. 
But  with  all  searching  and  seeking,  he  was  imable  to  get  beyond 
the  Jewish  belief.  The  writer  of  the  book  of  Job  could  hardly 
do  so.  Much  less  might  we  expect  Coheleth,  a  man  of  far 
inferior  abilities,  to  emerge  into  a  clear  solution  of  the  problem. 
Indeed  it  could  not  be  fully  solved  on  Jewish  ground.  Christi- 
anity alone  brings  life  and  immortality  to  light. 

It  is  pleasing  to  find  that  the  author  does  not  abandon  hvmelf 
entirely  to  doubts.  Some  that  are  uttered  are  taken  back  again. 
Nor  does  he  recommend  an  unrestrained  enjoyment  of  worldly 
things.  He  sees  and  feels  that  divine  providence  is  immutable  ; 
that  man  has  no  power  over  the  fixed  course  of  nature.  Yet  he 
is  not  a  rigid  fatalist.  Had  he  been  deeply  penetrated,  however, 
with  an  imwavering  spirit  of  holy  submission  to  God*s  will,  and 

.^  awed  by  the  feeling  of  His  unsearchable  greatness,  as  was  the 

^  imknown  author  of  Job,  he  would  have  presented  a  higher 
example  of  religion.  It  might  have  been  given  him  in  that 
case,  to  get  a  few  glimpses  of  a  future  state  of  immortality,  in 
which  the  perplexmg  anomaly  of  human  life  and  conduct  will 
be  cleared  up.  But  his  scepticism  could  not  be  easily  kept 
down.  To  subdue  it  effectually  he  finds  a  hard  lesson;  and 
therefore  he  is  forced  to  exclaim  at  the  end,  "  vanity  of  vanities, 
all  is  vanity.''    We  are  pleased  in  finding  that  he  does  not  lose 
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liis  falih  in  a  divine  judgment  and  final  retribution,  thougli  he 
can  plant  no  hope  on  the  grave.  His  partial  experience  of  the 
divine  government  does  not  extinguish  a  religious  element 
within  him.  Hence  he  recommends  the  fear  of  God,  moral 
duty>  and  uprightness.  This  is  an  excellent  philosophy  viewed 
from  the  Jewi^  standpoint.  ''Fear  God  and  keep  nis  com- 
mandments, for  this  is  the  whok  man'*  (not  this  every  man  should 


do),  are  his  closing  words.      It  ih  fpiP,  fhaf.  hif^^  nriWI  hna  T^^f.  f.|^f. 

fytMf.i^f^  plnmrint  iniinh  the  httrlf  Trfi^^  rnTltflUiaaJ^tnLM^paaing 
the  solution  of  the  problem  to  the  department  ojJSithy  a  faith 
resting  in  the  righteousness  and  power  of  God  with  uncondi- 
tional submission  to  his  will,  accompanied  with  firm  trust  in  the 
rectitude  of  what  He  chooses  to  conceal  from  human  perception. 
It  has  only  a  negative  element.  But  such  was  the  popular  creed. 
Nay,  such  was  the  Mosaic  doctrine,  beyond  which  the  prophets 
themselves  did  not  advance.  Coheleth,  with  his  scepticism, 
represents  the  national  Mth  in  conflict  with  the  inequalities  of 
the  divine  administration,  but  incompetent  to  a  right  theodicy. 

VII.  Modes  of  dividing  the  contekts. — 1.  Some  think 
that  Coheleth  disposed  his  materials  in  a  dialogistic  form,  though 
he  neglected  to  indicate  the  interchange  of  speakers.  Herder, 
Eichhom,  Bergst,  Paulus,  etc.,  are  of  this  opinion.  The  con- 
versation is  between  an  inquirer  and  a  teacher,  according  to 
Herder  and  Eichhom ;  or,  according  to  Bergst,  between  a  Jewish 
sophist  and  an  oriental  sage  of  the  old  stamp,  who  gets  the 
victory  over  his  opponent.  But  in  partitioning  the  parts  of 
the  supposed  speakers,  these  critics  differ  considerably  from 
each  other. 

This  hypothesis  evidently  originated  from  the  desire  to  intro- 
duce a  certain  plan  and  unity  into  a  work  containing  a  number  of 
contradictory  sentiments.  The  anthor,  or  rather  king  Solomon 
whose  person  he  assumes,  sometimes  speaks  of  himself  in  the 
first  person,  sometimes  to  a  disciple  or  hearer  in  the  second. 
But  the  book  generally  bears  no  impress  of  a  dialogue.  The 
marks  of  it  are  shadowy  and  indistinct.  No  man  could  tell, 
were  that  the  case,  where  the  one  speakear  ends  and  the  other 
begins.  The  lines  between  are  no  where  apparent.  The  separa- 
tions of  the  speakers'  portions,  which  have  been  attempted,  fail 
to  shew  an  immediate  connection  of  ideas  bel;ween  the  discourses 
and  replies,  compelling  the  reader  to  assume  violent  transitions 
in  different  directions,  and  producing  a  badly  formed  dialogue. 
That  two  speakers  are  not  very  obvious  is  apparent  from  the  fact 
of  Seiler  finding  three,  viz.,  Solomon,  a  second  sage,  and  an 
inexperienced  youth  who  is  perpetually  suggesting  doubts,  to  the 
solution  of  which  the  conversation  of  the  otner  two  philosophers 
is  directed.    The  passages  in  which  the  alternate  speakers  com* 
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mence  to  deliver  their  sentiments,  are  not  determined  and  indi- 
cated by  the  critic.  Indeed,  they  cannot  with  any  probability 
be  gathered  from  the  contents.  Had  the  writer  of  the  book 
introduced  different  speakers,  it  is  unlikely  he  would  have  left 
their  respective  savings  Undiscoverable.  La  the  book  of  Job  the 
speeches  are  clearly  defined. 

2.  Van  der  Pahn  makes  two  parts,  viz.,  i-vi.  and  vii-xii. : 
Holden  i-vi.  9 ;  vi.  10-xii.  14. 

3.  Eoester's  division  is  peculiar,  and  certainly  brings  unii^ 
into  the  whole.  It  is  not  supported,  however,  by  internal  evi- 
dence. According  to  him,  i.  2-11  is  introductory,  followed  by 
four  sections,,  viz.,  L  12-iii.  22,  concerning  the  absolute  good ; 
iv.-vi.,  the  relative  good ;  vii.  1-ix.  16,  respecting  true  wisdom ; 
ix.  IT-xii.  8,  of  wisdom  in-  its  application  to  particidar  condi- 
tions of  life. 

4.  Yaihinger  arranges  the  contents  in  four  discourses,  (a)  After 
proposing  the  general  theme  in  the  second  and  third  verses,  that 
all  is  vanity,  Uoheleth  shews  the  vanity  of  theoretical  wisdom 
applied  to  the  investigation  of  things,  and  then  of  practical 
wisdom  directed  to  the  enjoyment  of  life,  arriving  at  the  result 
that  man  by  his  efforte  cannot  obtadn  abiding  good  (chaps,  i.,  ii.). 
(b)  The  second  discourse  begins  with  a  description  of  man's 
absolute  dependence  on  a  higher  immutable  providence,  suc- 
ceeded by  an  answer  to  the  inquiry  after  the  sutnmum  bonum,  that 
there  is  no  higher  good  for  man  than  to  enjoy  himself;  but  that 
such  good  cannot  be  easily  reached  amid  the  many  disappoint- 
ments observable  on  earth.  Yet  under  the  circumstances  a  man 
should  strive  after  happiness  through  the  fear  of  God,  and  a 
conscientious  fulfihnent  of  duty,  trusting  in  the  providence  of 
the  Most  High,  and  setting  a  proper  value  on  eartmv  possessions 
by  means  of  contentment  with  tne  share  bestowed  bv  God,  and 
cheerftd  enjoyment  of  the  benefits  received  (iii.  1-v.  19).  (c)  In 
the  third  diBCOurse  the  writer  sets  forth  the  vanity  of  striving 
after  riches,  develops  the  true  practical  wisdom  of  life,  and  shews 
how  it  is  to  be  gained,  notwithstanding  all  the  incongruities  of 
earthly  life  (vi.-viii.  15).  (d)  In  the  fourth  discourse  these  in- 
con&^ruities  are  particularly  examined,  maxims  being  laid  down 
at  tne  same  time  for  the  tnie  enjoyment  of  life ;  after  which,  the 
whole  is  summed  up  in  the  enimciation  of  the  same  sentiment 
that  stands  at  the  beginning,  viz.,  that  solid  unchanging  h^pi- 
ness  cannot  be  foimd  in  earthly  thmgs  (viii.  16-'xii'-8).  Each 
of  these  four  discourses  is  subdivided  into  three  sections,  thus, 
i.  2-12,  i.  12-ii.  19,  ii.  20-26 ;  iii.  1-22,  iv.  1-16,  iv.  17-v.  19 ; 
vi.  1-12,  vii.  1-22,  vii.  23-viii.  15 ;  viii.  16-ix.  16,  ix.  17-x.  20, 
xi.-xii.  8.  This  division  is  artificial  and  arbitrary.  It  does 
not  harmonise  with  many  parts  of  the  book,  for  example,  with 
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the  second  and  third  chaptersi  which  are  so  connected  as  to  be 
incapable  of  partition^.  Both  must  belong  to  the  same  portion. 
There  is  no  proper  division  till  iy.  16. 

6.  Hitzig  divides  the  work  into  three  parts,  each  part  consist- 
ing of  four  chapters,  viz.  i.-iv.  16 ;  v.-viii. ;  ix.-xiL  Our  objec- 
tion to  this  is,  that  the  concluding  part  of  the  eighth  chapter 
is  more  connected  with  the  commencement  of  the  ninth  than 
with  the  preceding.  No  proper  break  occurs  between  yiii.  16 
and  ix.  10 ;  thougn  TJmbreit  agrees  with  Hitzig  in  holding  the 
contrary. 

It  is  very  difficult  to  find  any  general  division  that  does  not 
seem  to  interrupt  the  thread  of  mquiry.  We  adopt  that  of 
Michaelis  and  itosenmiiller,  viz.,  i.-iv.  16 ;  iv.  17-xii.  8,  and 
the  epiloflnie  xii.  9-14. 

YlII.  UNrrr. — ^Much  has  been  said  about  the  unity  of  the 
work.  If  the  writer  proposed  a  theme  for  discussion,  as  he  un- 
doubtedly did,  he  must  have  pursued  some  plan  and  method,  to 
give  unity  to  the  whole.  The  tdnd  of  unity  however  is  not  easily 
determined  with  exactness.  Some  have  made  it  too  free,  others 
too  close.  Mendelssohn  errs  in  the  former  way;  Yaihinger  and 
Oinsburg  in  the  latter.  Even  Hitzig  has  introduced  too  great 
refinement  into  the  se<|uence.  The  method  of  the  writer  cannot 
be  close  and  consecutive  throughout.  He  follows  a  tolerably 
free  plan.  His  theme  is  not  unfolded  with  regularly-increasing 
clearness  till  the  close.  The  succession  of  ideas  is  not  artificially 
marked.  There  is  a  latitude  in  the  writer's  treatment  of  his 
subject.  The  course  of  his  ideas  must  not  therefore  be  cramped 
by  the  acuteness  or  ingenuity  of  modem  critics;  for  Semitic!  «^N^  \y 
philosophy  is  a  very  different  thing  from  that  of  the  western  |  f"  i  )> 
mind.  It  does  not  consiBt  of  ratiocination*  Second  causes  are 
imknown  to  it.  The  laws  of  nature  are  equally  so.  Statements 
are  made ;  doctrines  propounded.  God  is  viewed  as  working 
immediately  in  all  tmngs.  Syllofl;istic  rules  and  forms  never 
appear.  In  a  word,  the  science  and  philosophy  of  the  West  are 
foreign  to  Oriental  idiosyncracy.  In  our  sense  of  them,  they  did 
not  exist  in  the  East.  The  Semitic  nations  had  a  different  oast 
of  mind,  jnore  devout  perhaps,  but  certainly  less  scientific.  C!ohe- 
leth's  ethical  philosophy  is  not  linked  together  in  a  chain  of 
consecutive  argument.  He  does  not  reoBon  out  his  theme  in  the 
Japhetic  mode.  It  is  easy  to  apply  our  ingenuity  in  finding  out 
logic,  method,  definiteness  of  statement  and  aim,  particularity 
of  design,  metaphysical  connexion  of  ideas,  in  the  work.  But 
they  do  not  naturally  belong  to  it.  Those  who  construct  for 
him  a  regular  and  progressive  argumentation,  moving  onwards 
with  skilful  step  towaros  one  object,  as  Yaihinger  and  Eoester 
do,  put  western  fetters  on  the  free  movement  of  an  oriental 
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mind,  whicli  are  abhorrent  to  its  nature ;  and  force  the  book  to 
give  forth  a  dialectic  artificiality  which  it  was  never  intended  to 
possess. 

The  author  often  digresses  from  his  main  idea  of  the  vanity 
of  all  earthly  things.  His  own  objections  occasionally  inter- 
rupt the  proper  sequence*  He  repeats  the  same  sentiments 
— reverts  to  former  propositions,  advances  the  same  ideas. 
The  links  in  his  chain  are  loose.  It  is  the  digressions  and 
intercalated  utterances  that  create  difficulty  to  the  interpreter^ 
especially  as  the  author,  as  far  as  we  can  judge,  does  not  look 
like  an  adept  in  writing ;  nor  was  his  mind  preoccupied  with  a 
great  positive  truth  waiting  to  be  unfolded.  Indeed  it  some- 
times appears  as  if  his  discussion  were  terminated.  When 
therefore  he  tries  to  recommence  as  it  were,  the  difficulty  with 
which  he  does  so  produces  a  degree  of  awkwardness.  He  is 
embarrassed  in  his  search  ;  and  his  perplexity  of  thought  occa- 
sions obscurity  in  transitions.  Thus  the  causal  connexion  of 
vii.  20  with  the  preceding  is  difficult,  even  after  XJmbreit's 
laboured  elucidation,^  which  we  do  not  approve  of;  the  im- 
probable interoretation  of  GKnsburg ;  and  the  far-fetched  expe- 
dient of  the  older  interpreters  to  enclose  the  nineteenth  verse 
in  a  parenthesis ;  while  the  verse  as  a  transition  to  the  following 
is  abrupt.  Compare  also  the  connection  of  v.  19-22.  That  his 
power  of  expression  was  rather  limited,  may  be  inferred  from 
iii.  9-18.  He  had  neither  the  cultivated  language  of  philosophy 
at  his  command,  nor  a  general  mastery  of  expression.  Care 
should  always  be  taken  not  to  hold  CJoheleth  responsible  for 
what  is  not  his  real  opinion ;  but  to  make  due  allowance  for 
jmssing  thoughts — ^to  separate,  as  far  as  possible,  what  he  con- 
tinued to  hold  or  what  he  reached  at  last,  from  the  temporary 
and  objectionable  that  he  got  beyond  in  the  course  of  discussion 
or  was  heljped  by  to  clearer  and  better  views*  We  are  aware 
that  this  IS  a  difficult  thing.  On  the  one  hand,  too  great 
endeavour  to  make  him  consiBtent  and  consecutive  in  his  reason- 
ing, may  betray  the  expositor  into  far-fetched  and  subUe  inter- 
pretations ;  as  IS  the  case  with  Hitzig ;  while  on  the  other,  want 
of  perception,  or  a  perfunctory  style  of  interpretation,  may  con- 
vert Coheleth  into  a  blunderer  who  could  hardly  conduct  his 
argument  without  obvious  mistakes ;  as  is  the  case  with  Knobel. 
The  critic  who  steers  safely  between  the  extremes  is  likely  to  be 
most  successfuL 

IX.  Sceptical,  epicurean,  and  fatalist  tendencies  in  the 
BOOK. — ^That  a  spirit  of  sceptism  often  appears  in  the  book 
cannot  be  denied.    The  mind  of  the  writer  was  seriously  dis- 

^  Stadiea  und  Eritiken,  for  1857,  p.  40,  et  seqq. 
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torbed  by  doubts  and  difficulties.    This  is  apparent  from  such 
passages  as  the  following : 

"  I  said  in  mine  heart  concerning  the  estate  of  the  sons  of 
men,  that  God  might  manifest  them,  and  that  they  might  see 
that  they  themselves  are  beasts.  For  that  which  befalleth  the 
sons  of  men  beMleth  beasts ;  even  one  thing  befalleth  them  :  as 
the  one  dieth,  so  dieth  the  other ;  yea,  they  nave  all  one  breath  ; 
so  that  a  man  hath  no  pre-eminence  above  a  beast :  for  all  is 
vanity.  All  go  unto  one  place ;  all  are  of  the  dust,  and  all  turn 
to  dust  again.  Who  knoweth  the  spirit  of  man  that  goeth 
upward,  and  the  spirit  of  the  beast  that  goeth  downward  to  the 
earth  P"  (iii.  18-21). 

"  I  returned  and  saw  imder  the  sun  that  the  race  is  not  to  the 
swift  nor  the  battle  to  the  strong,  neither  yet  bread  to  the  wise, 
nor  yet  riches  to  men  of  understanding,  nor  yet  favour  to  men 
of  skill ;  but  time  and  chance  happeneth  to  them  all.  For  man 
also  knoweth  not  his  time,''  etc.,  etc.  (ix.  11,  12). 

*'  Therefore  I  went  about  to  cause  my  heart  to  despair  of  all 
the  labour  which  I  took  imder  the  sun.  For  there  is  a  man 
whose  labour  is  in  wisdom,  and  in  knowledge,  and  in  equity ; 
yet  to  a  man  that  hath  not  laboured  therein  shall  he  leave  it  for 
his  portion.    This  also  is  vanity  and  a  great  evil"  (ii.  20,  21). 

''So  I  returned  and  considered  all  the  oppressions  that  are 
done  under  the  sun  :  and  behold  the  tears  of  such  as  were 
oppressed,  and  they  had  no  comforter  ;  and  on  the  side  of 
their  oppressors  there  was  power ;  but  they  had  no  comfoi*ter. 
Wherefore  I  praised  the  dead  which  are  already  dead  more  than 
the  living  which  are  yet  alive.  Yea  better  is  he  than  both  they 
which  hath  not  yet  been,  who  hath  not  seen  the  evil  work  that 
is  done  under  the  sun  "  (iv.  1-3). 

''  Yea  though  he  live  a  thousand  years  twice  told,  yet  hath  he 
seen  no  good :  do  not  all  eo  to  one  place  P  All  the  labour  of 
man  is  for  his  mouth,  and  yet  the  appetite  is  not  filled.  For 
what  hath  the  wise  more  than  the  fool  P  What  hath  the  poor 
that  knoweth  to  walk  before  the  living  P"  (vi.  6-8). 

*'  In  the  day  of  prosperity  be  joyml,  but  in  the  day  of  ad- 
versity consider :  Ood  also  hath  set  the  one  over  against  the 
other,  to  the  end  that  man  should  find  nothing  after  him.  All 
things  have  I  seen  in  the  davs  of  my  vanity :  there  is  a  just 
man  that  perisheth  in  his  righteousness,  and*  there  is  a  wicked 
man  that  prolonffeth  his  ufe  in  his  wickedness.  Be  not 
righteous  over  much  ;  neither  make  thyself  wise :  why  shouldest 
thou  destroy  thyself  P  Be  not  over  much  wicked,  neither  be 
thou  foolish;  why  shouldest  thou  die  before  thy  timeP"  (vii. 
14-17). 

''  There  is  a  vanity  which  is  done  upon  the  earth ;  that  there 
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be  just  men  unto  whom  it  happeneth  according  to  the  work  of 
the  wicked ;  again,  there  be  wicked  men,  to  whom  it  happeneth 
according  to  the  work  of  the  righteous :  I  said  that  this  also  is 
vanity"  (viii.  14). 

In  like  manner  an  epicurean  tendency  appears  in  a  variety 
^y  of  places.     We  do  not  mean  that  there  is  encouragement  to 

drunkenness,  gluttony,  and  revelling  ;  nor  that  the  pleasures  of 
sense  are  to  be  indmged  without  regard  to  the  obligations  of 
dutv  and  religion  ;  but  that  worldly  and  sensual  enjoyments, 
such  as  eating,  drinking,  living  joyfully  with  the  wife  of  one's 
youth,  are  recommended  as  cood  things.  Thus  the  followiMg 
passages  say :  ''  There  is  nothing  better  for  a  man  than  that  he 
should  eat  and  drink,  and  that  he  should  make  his  soul  enjoy 
good  in  his  labour.  This  also  I  saw,  that  it  was  from  the  hand 
of  God"  (ii.  24). 

''  And  also  that  every  man  should  eat  and  drink  and  enjoy  the 
good  of  all  his  labour,  it  is  the  gift  of  God"  (iii.  13). 

''  Wherefore  I  perceive  that  there  is  nothing  bettor  than  that 
a  man  should  rejoice  in  his  own  works ;  for  that  is  his  portion : 
for  who  shall  bring  him  to  see  what  shall  be  after  him  P" 
(iii.  22). 

''  Behold  that  which  I  have  seen :  it  is  good  and  comely  for 
one  to  eat  and  to  drink,  and  to  enjoy  the  good  of  all  his  labour 
that  he  taketh  under  the  sun  all  me  days  of  his  life,  which  God 

fiveth  him :  for  it  is  his  portion.  Every  man  also  to  whom  God 
ath  given  riches  and  wealth,  and  hath  given  him  power  to  eat 
thereof,  and  to  take  his  portion,  and  to  rejoice  in  his  labour ; 
this  is  the  rift  of  God"  (v.  18-19). 

'^  Then  I  commended  mirth,  because  a  man  hath  no  better 
thin?  under  the  sun  than  to  eat  and  to  drink  and  to  be  merry : 
for  that  shall  abide  with  him  of  his  labour  the  days  of  his  life, 
which  God  giveth  him  under  the  sun"  (viii.  15). 

"  Go  thy  way,  eat  thy  bread  with  joy,  and  drink  thy  wine 
with  a  merry  heart;  for  God  now  accepteth  thy  works.  Let 
thy  garments  be  always  white ;  and  let  thy  head  lack  no  oint- 
ment. Live  joyfiilly  with  the  wife  whom  thou  lovest  all  the 
days  of  the  nfe  of  thy  vanity :  for  that  is  thy  portion  in  this 
life,  and  in  thy  labour  which  thou  takest  under  the  sun" 
(ix.  7-9). 

Those  who  endeavour  to  explain  away  these  expressions,  may 
remind  us  that  they  should  not  be  interpreted  too  literally,  nor 
separated  from  their  connexion.  This  is  freely  admitted.  Nor 
is  it  denied  that  the  enjoyment  of  life  is  the  main  thing  incul- 
cated in  them,  in  contrast  with  excessive  earnestness  and  exer- 
tion after  future  good.  Still  it  is  apparent  that  the  enjoyment 
of  life  recommended  consists  in  the  pleasures  of  sense,  or  self- 
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indulffence.  It  is  incorrect  to  assert  with  Noyes^,  that  the 
preacher  tells  us  a  man  cannot  have  the  enjoyment  of  life  he 
recommends  except  by  "  the  gift  of  Ood  to  tnose  who  are  good 
in  his  sight/'  that  is,  who  discharge  the  duties  of  morality  and 
religion  (chap.  ii.  26) ;  for  what  Ood  gives  to  a  man  that  is 
good  in  His  sight  is  specified  as  tptsdom,  knowledge,  and  joy 
(ii.  26).  The  epicureanism  of  the  writer  is  not  gross  or  exces- 
sive,  but  moderate.  Still  it  has  a  tinge  sufficient  to  characterise 
it  as  epicurism.^  ^ 

In  the  same  way  an  im^ination  to  fataljsm  is  observable  here  ^ 
and  there.  Everything  is  represented  as  occurring  in  a  fixed^ 
invariable  order.  All  things  are  foreordained  by  God,  so  that 
man  has  no  power  to  alter  them.  Thus :  "  To  every  thing  there 
is  a  season,  and  a  time  to  every  purpose  under  the  heaven :  A 
time  to  be  bom,  and  a  time  to  die ;  a^me  to  plant,  and  a  time 
to  pluck  up  that  which  is  planted  ;  a  time  to  kill,  and  a  time  to 
heal ;  a  time  to  mourn,  and  a  time  to  dance ;  a  time  to  cast 
away  stones,  and  a  time  to  ^ther  stones  together ;  a  time  to 
embrace,  and  a  time  to  refrain  £rom  embracing ;  a  time  to  get, 
and  a  time  to  lose  ;  a  time  to  keep,  and  a  time  to  cast  away  ;  a 
time  to  rend,  and  a  time  to  sew ;  a  time  to  keep  silence,  and  a 
time  to  speak ;  a  time  to  love,  and  a  time  to  hate ;  a  time  of 
war,  and  a  time  of  peace.  What  profit  hath  he  that  worketh 
in  that  wherein  he  laboureth  ?  I  have  seen  the  travail  which 
God  hath  given  to  the  sons  of  men  to  be  exercised  in  it.  He 
hath  made  every  thing  beautiful  in  his  time :  also  he  hath  set 
the  world  in  their  heart,  so  that  no  man  can  find  out  the  work 
that  God  maketh  from  the  beginning  to  the  end''  (iii.  1-11). 

"  I  know  that,  whatsoever  God  doeth,  it  shall  be  for  ever : 
nothing  can  be  put  to  it,  nor  any  thing  taken  from  it :  and  God 
doeth  it  that  men  should  fear  before  him"  (iii.  14). 

"  That  which  hath  been  is  named  already,  and  it  is  known 
that  it  is  man :  neither  may  he  contend  with  him  that  is 
mightier  than  he"  (vi.  10). 

"  Consider  the  work  of  God :  for  who  can  make  that  straight, 
which  he  hath  made  crooked  P"  (vii.  13). 
^  "  All  things  come  alike  to  all :  there  is  one  event  to  the 
righteous  and  to  the  wicked ;  to  the  good  and  to  the  clean,  and 
to  the  unclean ;  to  him  that  sacrificeth  and  to  him  that  sacri- 
ficeth  not :  as  is  the  good,  so  is  the  sinner ;  and  he  that  swear- 
eth,  as  he  that  feareth  an  oath.  This  is  an  evil  among  all 
things  that  are  done  imder  the  sun,  that  there  is  one  event  unto 
all :  yea,  also  the  heart  of  the  sons  of  men  is  full  of  evil,  and 

^  New  iraiiBlation  of  the  ProyerbB,  Ecclenastes,  and  Canticles,  p.  85. 
'  See  Enobel,  Commentar  neber  daa  Bach  Koheleth,  Einleitung,  {  2  p.  22 
etseqq. 
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madness  is  in  their  heart  while  they  live,  and  after  that  thej 
go  to  the  dead"  (ix.  2,  3). 

Having  thus  seen  that  the  mind  of  Coheleth  had  leanings  to 
scepticism,  epicureanism,  and  fatalism,  the  question  arises,  how 
they  are  to  be  viewed  P  There  are  two  relations  in  which  they 
may  be  looked  at. 

First,  they  may  have  been  temporary  states  of  mind  in  Cohe- 
leth— phases  through  whiclTte  passed— arising  out  of  his  pro- 
cesses  of  inquiry,  not  ultimate  conclusions.     They  were  part  of 
'w/^  the  difficulties  and  doubts  which  he  uttered  as  they  arose,  but 

afterwards  overcame. 

Secondly,  they  may  have  been  introduced  as  objections  which 
others  would  express,  and  therefore  should  not  be  put  to  the 
writer's  own  account. 

Many  critics  adopt  the  former  view.  They  believe  that  he 
has  given  a  picture  of  the  struggle  through  which  his  mind  had 
passed  when  he  investigated  the  phenomena  of  daily  life.  This 
18  true  and  correct.  He  had  doubts,  difficulties,  stages  of  per- 
plexity, which  are  expressed  in  the  course  of  the  work.  His 
opinions  were  fluctuating  and  unsettled.  But  the  point  in 
debate  is,  Did  he  arrive  at  settled  and  permanent  convictions  P 
Did  his  mind  become  peaceful  and  calm  in  the  end  P  Did  he 
come  to  a  AiU  and  definite  conclusion  P  Here  much  caution 
is  needed,  lest  more  be  educed  from  the  book  than  what  it  was 
meant  to  shew.  Did  he  begin  with  doubt,  and  end  with  fuU 
conviction  of  truth  P  We  cannot  say  so.  While  freely  allow- 
ing that  he  got  over  some  of  his  doubts  and  difficulties,  we  can- 
not perceive  the  evidence  of  a  final,  deliberate  opinion,  on  which 
his  mind  reposed  with  satisfaction.  He  did  not  reach  in  belief 
the  soul's  immortality.  Neither  did  he  come  to  the  doctrine 
of  retribution  in  another  life.  While  it  is  only  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  the  final  conclusions  in  a  work  of  professed  inquiry 
should  alone  be  taken  as  the  index  of  the  writer's  ultimate 
opinion,  we  ask  where  is  that  deliberate  and  final  view  P  That 
a  course  of  investigation  was  conducted  by  the  author  is  plain ; 
though  it  is  neither  formal  nor  consequential ;  but  we  desire  to 
ascertain  the  turning  point,  at  which  he  emerged  into  light.  The 
answer  of  Hitidg  repeated  by  Stuart  is,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
ninth  chapter.  Here,  say  they,  we  have  no  more  of  the  desponding 
utterances,  all  this  I  have  seen  :  all  this  have  I  tried :  no  more  of 
the  cheerless  conclusion  ;  all  this  is  vanity.  Doubts  and  queries 
are  dismissed.  (Toheleth  stands  on  new  ground.  His  spirit  has 
been  purified.  This  answer  is  unsatisfactory.  In  ix.  10-x.  20 
the  author  resumes  his  former  method,  and  shews  anything  but 
a  clear  and  settled  conviction  of  the  truth.  On  the  contrary  he 
relapses  into  a  state  of  anxiety  and  doubt,  as  before.     Hitzig 
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himself  admits  tliis^  but  offers  no  explanation  of  it.  And  does 
not  Coheleth  say  at  the  very  close  of  the  work,  Vanity  of 
vanities,  all  is  vanity,  immediately  after  the  words,  ''the  spirit 
shall  return  to  God  who  gave  it  ?"  (xii.  7,  8).  Does  he  not  say 
after  ix  1,  "  All  that  cometh  (all  that  come  into  the  world)  is 
vanity  ?"  (xi,  7).  Does  he  not  say  too  of  childhood  and  youth 
that  they  are  vanity  ?  (xi.  10).  If  such  expressions  do  not 
indicate  a  mind  cheerless  and  unsettled  as  before  in  i.-viii.,  we 
cannot  interpret  language  aright.  It  has  been  asserted,  how- 
ever, that  the  crowning  reward  of  all  Coheleth's  inquiries  is, 
that  we  should  fear  Chd  and  keep  his  commandments,  becatMe  this 
is  the  whole  man.  Yet  the  fear  of  God  had  been  enjoined  before 
(v.  6) ;  for  the  writer  had  said, ''  Surely  I  know  that  it  shall  be 
well  with  them  that  fear  God  '^  (viii.  12) ;  those  that  fear  Him 
shall  experience  deliverance  (vii.  18)  ;  and.  He  doeth  certain 
things  that  men  should  fear  before  Him  (iii.  14).  These 
passages  shew  that  Coheleth  did  not  come  to  any  settled  and 

Eermanent  conclusion  consisting  in  the  fear  of  CM  other  than 
e  had  already  expressed  and  followed  up  with  doubts  and  diffi- 
culties. It  was  no  new  result  at  which  he  had  arrived  in  the 
end.  He  had  expressly  given  utterance  to  it  before,  and  theii 
shifted  away  from  it.  It  should  also  be  observed,  that  Cohe-\ 
leth's  fear  of  God  partakes  more  of  the  fear  of  terror  than  thatl 
of  reverence.  It  looks  upon  Him  as  a  Being  far  off,  not  near  at  I 
hand  to  meet  human  needs.  It  is  the  fear  of  exciting  His  I 
anger,  accompanied  by  a  desire  of  propitiating  Hi9  favour.  It 
is  not  the  love  and  reverence  of  a  Buler  j^ure  and  holy  who 
punishes  sins  and  rewards  self-sacrificing  virtue ;  but  a  feeling 
whose  root  is  in  self.  This  is  evident  from  v.  2-7  where  God  is 
spoken  of  as  one  in  heaven  whose  patience  is  not  to  be  trifled 
with,  and  from  whose  debt  a  man  should  at  once  free  himself  by 
paying  the  vow  he  may  have  made.  Besides,  the  end  of  the 
whole  discourse  as  given  in  the  words  ''  fear  God,"  etc.,  is  not  a 
compressed  summary  of  the  book  stated  in  the  highest  ^nerality 
it  admits  of^  neither  is  it  the  germ  of  the  contents.  It  is  neither 
the  result  to  which  the  discussion  was  tending,  nor  the  conclu- 
sion of  it  reached  with  difficultv.  Several  other  admonitions  of 
co-ordinate  value  are  presented  in  xi.  1  and  onward.  All  that 
the  writer  means  to  say  in  xii.  13  is,  that  this  is  the  end,  the 
limit  he  puts  to  his  discourse ;  not  the  sum  of  it,  nor  the  final 
resultant  of  his  enquiries.  The  right  translation  is,  "  the  end  of 
the  discourse  [this  is];  the  whok  has  been  heard;"  not,  ''in 
conclusion,  every  thing  is  noticed   [by  God]"   as  Ginsburg 

strangely  renders,  contrary  to  73?  with  the  article,  and  im- 
porting an  idea  into  the  words  which  is  foreign  to  them. 

It  has  also  been  asserted  that  Coheleth  comes  to  a  full  and 
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o     definite  conclusion  in  relation  to  the  doctrine  of  retribution  with 
y  which  his  mind  has  been  distressed,  "  God  will  bring  to  judg- 

ment every  work  with  every  secret  thing,  whether  it  be  good  or 
whether  it  be  evil"  (xiL  14).  Surely,  however,  he  had  already 
said,  "  God  shall  judp;e  the  righteous  and  the  wicked"  (iii.  17), 
and  ''  for  all  these  thmgs  God  will  bring  thee  into  judgment" 
(xi.  9).  It  is  difficult  to  conceive  that  his  belief  in  the  judg- 
ment here  referred  to  was  different  from  that  in  xii.  14.  Future 
judgment  in  another  world  is  not  meant  in  iii.  17,  xi.  9.  Why 
then  should  xii.  14  be  differently  represented  P  All  that  can  be 
deduced  from  the  last  passage  is  a  faint  foreboding  of  retri- 
bution beyond  the  present — a  hopeful  anticipation  of  it,  not 
a  settled  conviction— else  the  whole  character  of  his  inquiries 
would  have  been  changed.  If  he  did  get  out  into  the  clear 
truth  at  last,  surely  he  would  not  have  allowed  what  he  had 
written  to  stand  as  it  is,  with  its  apparent  contradictions  and 
repetitions  of  the  same  ideas.  We  can  hardly  suppose  that  he 
began  to  write  without  a  definite  purpose — some  leading  idea  or 
ideas  he  intended  to  unfold.  In  other  words,  he  saw  beforehand 
the  conclusion  at  which  he  meant  to  arrive  in  his  own  way.  If 
this  be  so,  why  does  he  go  backwards  and  forwards  in  so  peculiar 
a  ftishion,  sometimes  progressing  and  again  retrograding  in  the 
course  of  the  inquiry  P  Why  does  he  wrestle  wiui  doubts  and 
difficulties,  finding  no  rest  till  the  very  doseP  Surely  the  con- 
clusion he  meant  to  arrive  at  would  have  told  most  favourably 
on  the  method  of  his  discourse  in  the  book,  had  he  set  out  with 
it  in  his  mind.  And  if  he  began  at  random,  not  knowing 
whither  the  hard  mental  struggle  would  lead,  but  got  at  last  to 
a  settled  conclusion,  in  which  he  confidently  reposed,  is  it  con- 
ceivable that  in  an  age  of  making  books  he  would  have  allowed 
what  he  had  written  to  remain  with  all  its  windings  to  and  fro. 
A  full  and  definite  conclusion  must  have  appeared  so  important 
to  the  author  as  to  revolutionise  the  preceding  treatment  of 
his  theme.  We  know  how  a  critic  may  try  to  neutralise  this 
reasoning.  He  may  put  it  to  the  account  of  Coheleth's  defi- 
ciency in  writing.  One  may  suppose  that  he  was  not  a  skilful 
man  of  letters,  but  was  so  busv  with  searching,  so  entangled 
with  a  discussion  over  which  he  had  not  the  mastery,  as  to 
involve  himself  in  repeated  contradictions.  We  cannot  see 
much  probability  in  this  view.  It  is  derogatory  to  Coheleth. 
The  work  shews  that  he  was  a  man  of  considerable  powers.  He 
had  a  reflecting  mind,  which  alone  would  have  told  upon  his 
discussion  of  the  subject,  apart  from  skill  in  composition  or 
mastery  of  expression  and  style.  It  requires  no  great  practice 
in  literature  to  prevent  repetitions  and  contradictory  statements 
in  the  compass  of  so  brief  a  work. 
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We  have  thus  seen  that  the  view  advocated  by  Hitzig  and 
Stuart  cannot  be  sustained.  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  the 
passages  of  the  book  which  bear  the  marks  of  scepticism 
and  epicurism  should  be  repudiated  as  representing  transient 
states  of  Coheleth's  mind  or  mere  stages  of  discussion^  while 
others  towards  the  close  are  the  inde^  of  an  ultimate  opinion. 
The  latter,  as  distinct  from  the  former,  cannot  be  made  out. 

Secondly,  it  has  been  supposed  that  the  exceptionable  passages 
were  introduced  as  expressing  Qbjections  which  others  would 
utter.  This  is  probable  enough  in  the  case  of  some  ;  as  in 
X  16-19  compared  with  the  twentieth  verse.  But  all  cannot 
be  so  explained.  The  hypothesis  furnishes  too  narrow  a  basis 
for  solving  the  difficulty.  Hence  it  may  be  adopted  along  toith 
the  preceding  explanation.  Nothing  prevents  the  association  of 
the  one  with  the  other,  as  various  critics  do  unite  them.  Cohe- 
leth  brings  before  his  readers  doubts  suggested  by  observation 
and  reflection,  or  in  some  cases  presented  to  him  by  others. 
How  then  does  this  additional  circumstance  help  to  solve  the 
question  before  us  P  We  cannot  see  that  it  contributes  so  much 
to  the  solution  as  to  make  it  come  forth  in  a  shape  fit  for  accept- 
ance. Are  all  the  passages  in  which  sentiments  savouring  of 
scepticism,  epicurism,  and  &talism  are  found,  taken  away  from 
the  writer's  own  belief  by  this  expedient  ?  To  deny  their  exist- 
ence is  hazardous,  though  Stuart  does  so  in  efiect.  They  cannot, 
however,  be  ignored  by  bold  assertion.  The  evidence  is  too 
palpable  for  that.  Thus  we  read  in  ix.  X,  2,  "  j;he  righteous  and 
the  wise  and  their  works  are  in  the  hand  of  God  (depend  on  the 
necessary  and  immutable  order  of  things  appointed  by  God) ; 
no  man  knoweth  either  love  or  hatred  by  all  that  is  before  them 
(they  do  not  know  hereafter  whether  they  are  to  love  or  hate, 
because  all  is  before  them.  Whatever  men  do,  and  whatever 
happens  to  them,  are  foreordained  to  them  by  »God,  and  cannot 
be  altered).  All  things  come  alike  to  all ;  there  is  one  event  to 
the  righteous  and  to  the  wicked«  to  the  good  and  to  the  dean, 
and  to  the  unclean,  to  him  that  sacrificeth  and  to  him  that 
sacrificeth  not ;  as  is  the  good  so  is  the  sinner ;  and  he  that 
sweareth,  as  he  that  feareth  an  oath.''  (All  are  subject  to  the 
same  unknown  fate,  which,  however  variously  it  works  in 
appearance,  embraces  all  alike  within  its  g^rasp).  If  such  lan- 
guage have  not  a  fatalist  import  we  are  unable  to  understand  its 
meaning.  To  say  with  Stuart  that  there  is  no  more  in  it  than 
there  is  in  nearly  all  the  reformed  creeds  of  Christendom  is 
nothing  to  the  point.  It  is  not  the  comtMm  doctrine  of  those 
creeds  that  God  has  foreordained  all  things.  And  if  it  were,  it 
would  not  be  Scriptural  doctrine.  God  does  not  foreordain  sin. 
If  Coheleth  had  said  that  God  foreordained  that  man  should  act 
VOL.  n«  25 
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freely y  all  would  be  right.  But  so  far  from  this,  bo  affirmSy  that 
none  knows  ichsther  he  is  about  to  love  or  to  hate,  because  all  is 
predestinated  by  God^  both  what  men  do  and  what  befalls  them. 
In  like  manner  we  might  shew  that  an  epicurean  tendency  can-* 
not  be  denied,  without  running  counter  to  the  express  declara- 
tions of  Goheleth.  It  is  no  refutation  of  our  opinion  to  adduce 
the  language  usually  accompanying  admonitions  to  eating, 
drinking,  and  such  sensuous  enjoyments,  viz.,  that  they  are  the 
gifts  of  Ood;  rather  does  it  confirm  it,  because  every  thing  in 
life  is  looked  upon  as  the  divine  arrangement.  And  do  we  not 
hear  Goheleth  say,  **  Wherefore  I  perceive  that  there  is  nothing 
better  than  that  a  man  should  rejoice  in  his  own  works ;  for  that 
is  his  portion :  for  who  shall  bring  him  to  see  what  shall  be 
after  himP"  (iii.  22).  Since  then  the  passages  cannot  be  est- 
plained  away  or  denied  the  (question  recurs,  in  what  light 
shoxdd  they  be  viewed?  It  is  reasonable  to  think  that  no 
writer  would  knowingly  contradict  himself,  as  Goheleth  does, 
and  that  within  limits  so  narrow  as  occasionally  not  to  exceed 
a  few  verses.  It  is  also  reasonable  to  believe  that  in  a  work  of 
disquisition,  objections  would  be  adduced  and  answered.  We 
do  not  reject  either  supposition,  or  both  together.  The  writer 
should  not  at  once  be  regarded  as  contradicting  himself, 
unless  he  move  backwards  and  forwards  in  his  investigation 
without  any  settled  opinions.  Nor  should  his  own  doubts  and 
difficulties,  any  more  than  the  objections  of  others,  be  laid  to  his 
account,,  as  if  they  were  deliberate  and  final  convictions.  All 
the  passinff  thoughts  he  has  set  down  in  writing  should  not  at 
once  be  assigned  to  a  fixed  belief,  unless  it  can  be  shewn  that 
they  were  subsequently  laid  aside  as  forming  no  part  of  it.  But 
with  all  these  allowances,  we  must  hold  that  the  mind  of  Gohe- 
leth never  got  fairly  out  of  all  its  doubts.  It  is  impossible,  in 
every  instance,  to  distinguish  what  he  disowned,  and  what  he 
finally  adhered  to.  Any  line  separating  the  two  cannot  be 
drawn,  for  it  is  impalpaole.  That  some  things  were  rejected 
imme<Hately  after  they  were  announced,  we  cannot  well  doubt. 
That  a  thing  represented  as  plausible  at  one  stage  of  the  inquiry, 
is  sometimes  put  in  a  truer  light  on  a  subsequent  occasion,  we 
fully  believe.  But  the  main  point  still  recurs,  what  (Jlb  the 
writer's  ultimate,  established  opinion  P  Where  does  it  come  out  P 
Shew  us  the  testing  sentiments  by  which  we  may  cast  out  of  the 
writer's  passing  belief,  what  he  did  not  truly  adopt.  To  take 
for  this  purpose  a  solitary  assertion  at  the  end  of  the  work,  is 
arbitrary.  And  what  is  more,  no  declaration  there,  oven  that 
about  bringing  every  thing  into  judgment,  is  especially  new.  As 
early  as  iiL  17,  the  idea  of  God  judging  all  men  was  clearly 
enunciated.     It  had  not,  therefore,  exercised  any  material  in* 
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flnence  in  settling  and  jmrif^ing  the  writei^s  mind.  Why  then 
should  it  be  regarded  m  xii.  14  as  the  decisive  test  of  all  his 
thinking  P  It  is  his  ultimate  proposition — that  with  which  he 
stops ;  but  there  is  no  real  ground  for  considering  it  the  solvent 
of  nis  doubts,  difficulties,  and  worldly  sentiments  req>ecting  die 
course  of  God's  providence  and  man's  duty.  The  true  view 
seems  to  be,  that  the  writer  emerged  into  no  settled  conclusions 
by  which  all  his  scepticism  and  epicurean  notions  were  effectually 
dissipated.  He  succeeded  in  suj^ressing  them  for  a  time. 
Whether  he  was  AiUy  satisfied  with  his  ultimate  statement  is 
questionable.  It  was  the  best  thing  he  could  find  amid  his  per- 
plexities; but  it  reached  only  a  small  way  towards  a  solution 
of  them.  His  mind  became  calmer  and  better  by  fixing  upon 
it,  without  obtaining  soUd  (nr  permanent  satisfaction. 

These  remarks  must  not  be  understood  as  implying  a  denial  of 
convictions  on  the  part  of  Coheleth ;  or  of  ideas  that  clung  to 
him  throughout  The  divine  judgment  of  man's  thoughts  and 
actions  was  a  conviction;  not  the  conviction  which  consti- 
tuted the  result  that  had  been  wrung  out  of  painful  and 
distressing  struggles  of  mind.  It  was  an  idea  entertained  at 
the  beginning  of  his  perplexities,  not  the  conclusion,  in  which 
all  the  threads  of  discussion  united  at  last.  It  was  a  right  and 
good  conviction  lodging  in  his  breast,  but  not  one  of  overwhelm- 
ing power  to  silence  doubts  at  once  and  for  ever.  Hence  it  could 
only  have  been  one  element  in  a  full  solution  of  the  problem. 
Indeed,  it  is  only  on  christian  ground  where  life  and  immortality 
have  been  brought  to  light,  that  a  solution  can  be  found. 

Those  who  think  that  the  writer  believed  in  a  future  state  of 
retribution,  must  be  perplexed  by  the  method  of  discussion  pur- 
sued. Indeed  their  opinion  is  inconsistent  with  it.  The  doubts 
and  difficulties  of  Coheleth  would  have  been  effectually  removed 
by  his  belief  in  another  life.  In  the  course  of  the  argument  he 
could  not  have  thrown  off  thoughts  on  varjpus  topics,  which 
evidently  gave  him  uneasiness,  and  even  weakened  his  faith  in 
retribution  generally,  if  such  had  been  the  national  creed.  And 
why  should  we  attribute  belief  in  future  retribution  to  Eccle- 
siastes,  when  no  other  canonical  book  of  the  Jews  asserts  it. 
Even  the  writer  of  Job  could  not  arrive  at  it.  The  thing  does 
not  appear  in  the  sacred  literature  of  his  nation.  Nor  is  this 
surprising.  Christianity  has  something  better  than  Judaism  to 
offer  to  the  world.  In  fact,  the  book  must  have  borne  another 
complexion,  if  proceeding  from  one  who  had  faith  in  the  chris- 
tian doctrine  of  rewards  and  punishments.  Its  recommenda- 
tions or  practical  inferences  would  have  been  different.  Is  it 
likely  that  the  conclusion,  "  Wherefore  I  perceive  that  there  is 
nothing  better  than  that  a  man  s/iould  rejoice  in  his  oun  works; 
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for  that  M  his  portion*'  (iii.  22),  or  tlie  similar  inferences  in 
iii.  12,  13 ;  v.  18-20 ;  vii.  14 ;  viii.  15 ;  ix.  7-10,  etc.,  came 
from  such  a  man  ?  In  view  of  the  vanity  and  shortness  of  life, 
conld  he  not  easily  have  attained  to  a  higher  standpoint  P  Or 
conld  he  have  pursued  such  a  method  of  solicitude,  as  he  looked 
abroad  on  the  world  and  connected  it  with  God's  moral  ^vem- 
mentP  The  problem  can  only  be  discussed  with  anxiety  on 
Jewish  ground;  and  we  are  unable  to  see  how  it  could  be  so 
discussed  by  a  believer  in  a  state  of  future  recompense,  with 
such  recurring  scepticism,  repressed  not  silenced ;  overpowered 
by  faith  yet  still  unremoved« 

It  may  serve  to  make  these  observations  more  apparent  if  we 
remark  that  the  sentiments  recommended  in  ii.  24;  iii.  12; 
V.  17;  viii.  15,  but  more  theoretically  than  otherwise,  are  re- 
peated with  the  writer's  full  conviction  at  ix.  7.  Yet  the  prin- 
ciple so  enjoined  has  an  epicurean  tinge.  It  was  never  retracted. 
Coheleth  evidently  held  it  to  the  last.  How  Hengstenberg  can 
assert  ix.  7-10  to  be  the  sword  of  faith  with  which  the  writer 
scatters  the  doubts  expressed  in  ix.  1-6,  we  are  tmable  to  per^ 
ceive.^  The  whole  passage  ix.  1-10  is  in  full  harmony  with 
itself. 

Einleitimg,  p.  85. 
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I.  Title.— Jn  the  first  verse,  tlie  Song  of  Solomon  is  styled 
D^BTl  TB}^  a  song  qf  the  songs,  i.e.  according  to  the  Hebrew 

usage,  a  most  excellent  song.    The  authorship  is  at  the  same  time 

assigned  to  Solomon ;  the  ^  prefixed  to  T\uT^  denoting  the 
writer,  as  in  many  inscriptions  of  psalms.  There*  is  no^  reason 
for  denying,  with  Weissbach,^  that  7  *)^^  is  synonymous  with 
^  in  the  inscriptions  of  psalms,  or  with  the  genitire  alone  with- 
out 7  in  the  titles  of  Plx>yerbs  and  Ecclesiastes.    And  he  errs  in 

explaining  it  having  relation  to,  the  particular  relation  being  left 
indefinite.  In  like  manner  it  is  only  a  mistake  to  understand 
by  the  title  song  of  songs  a  collection  of  songs,  with  Kleuker ;  or 
a  chain  of  song&,  as  if  *)^  shouM  be  pointed,  T^=rO?lB^,  with 
Velthusen  and  Paulus. 

II.  Contents. — ^The  story  is  simple.  A  rural  maiden  named 
the  Shutamite,  who  was  harshly  treated  by  her  brothers,  and 
had  just  espoused  a  young  man  with  whom  she  had  been 
acquainted  from  childhood,  is  carried  into  the  royal  tent  of 
Solomon.  The  voluptuous  monarch  tries  to  win  her  affection 
by  every  means  in  his  power;  plies  her  with  entreaties  and 
blandishments ;  loads  her  with  praises ;  and  prefers  her  to  all 
his  women.  But  she  cannot  be  induced  to  lend  a  favourable 
ear  to  his  desires.  Constant  in  her  affection,  she  rejects  the 
princely  overtures,  and  is  perpetually  thinking  of  her  beloved, 
declaring  her  ardent  attachment  to  him,  and  earnestly  wishing 
that  she  may  return  to  him  and  the  place  where  he  is.  After 
Solomon  had  tried  in  vain  to  alienate  her  affection  from  the 
shepherd,  she  is  freed  from  the  harem,  and  hastens  to  rejoin  her 
beloved  bridegroom  in  the  country. 

The  poem  may  be  divided  into  six  sections. 

1.   Chap.  i.  2-ii.  7. — ^Aftier  the  inscription,  the  Shulamite 

>  Das  hohe  lied  SaIomo*f  erklaert,  u.  i.  w.  pp.  104, 105 
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appears  in  tlie  royal  tent  in  the  country  into  which  she  had  been 
carried,  still  clothed  in  her  rustic  robes,  but  thinking  only  of 
her  absent  shepherd-lover.  The  court  ladies  attendant  on  the 
king  look  curiously  at  her  on  account  of  the  swarthy  colour  of 
her  face ;  but  she  informs  them  that  it  was  caused  by  exposure 
to  the  sun  ;  for  her  brothers  had  obliged  her  to  keep  their  yine- 
yards.  Continuing  her  soliloquy  after  this,  she  asks  her  loyer, 
as  if  she  were  already  free,  where  she  may  find  him.  The  ladies 
wondering  at  her  foolishness  derisively  bid  her  ^  and  feed  her 
sheep  (i.  1-8).  Solomon  now  steps  forward,  praising  her  beauty 
and  promising  to  adorn  her  with  a  beautinil  chain  (i.  9-11). 
But  she  praises  her  beloved,  and  is  insensible  to  the  monarch's 
words.  Overcome  with  grief  and  desire  she  then  implores  the 
women  around  her  to  grant  her  leisure  to  think  of  her  friend 
(i.  12-14,  Shulamite;  15,  Solomon;  16,  17-ii.  1,  Shulamite; 
ii.  2,  Solomon ;  ii.  3-7,  Shulamite). 

2.  ii.  8-iii.  5. — ^Here  the  place  is  not  changed ;  but  the  time 
is  supposed  to  be  considerably  prior  to  that  in  ii.  7,  The  Shu* 
lamite  refers  to  the  occasion  of  h^  being  first  separated  from 
her  beloved  who  invited  her  out  into  the  fields  in  the  spring. 
The  fifteenth  verse  gives  the  words  of  her  brothers,  which  led  to 
the  separation ;  not  the  isolated  fragment  of  a  drinking-song, 
as  Magnus  supposes.  She  consoles  herself,  however,  with  the 
inseparahleness  of  their  hearts,  bidding  him  hasten  to  her  side 
(ii.  8-17). 

The  espoused  one  now  relates  a  dream  which  she  had  respect- 
ing her  lover,  saying  that  she  had  sought  but  did  not  find  him ; 
that  she  had  risen  up  and  gone  through  the  streets  (of  Shunem) ; 
and  when  she  met  with  the  watchmen  of  the  city  and  asked 
them  if  they  had  seen  her  beloved,  they  had  hardly  passed  her 
by  when  she  laid  hold  of  him  and  took  him  to  the  house 
01  her  mother  (iii.  1-5). 

3.  iii.  6-y.  1.  Solomon  is  now  described  returning  to  Jeru- 
salem from  his  royal  castle  in  the  country,  with  great  pomp  and 
splendour.  The  people  admire  the  magnificent  palanquin  in 
which  the  Shulamite  is  conveyed  (iii.  6-11).  Wishing  to  pro- 
cure her  favour  by  his  flatteries,  the  monarch  praises  her  grace- 
fulness, and  greatly  desires  to  gain  the  love  of  one  so  beautiful 
(iv.  1-7).  In  iii.  6-11,  spectators  looking  at  the  procession 
from  the  country,  are  supposed  to  speak.  Solomon  is  repre- 
sented as  having  all  preparations  made  for  his  marriage.  He 
is  crowned,  but  she  is  not.  He  appears  resolved  to  overcome 
her  inclination. 

The  language  of  iv.  1-7  is  sufficient  to  shew  that  Solomon  is 
the  speaker  here,  not  the  shepherd-lover.  The  latter,  who  is 
suddenly  introduced^  assures  her  that  he  would  attempt  eyery- 


€0NTB1TTS.  391 

thing  to  rescne  her  from  her  perilous  poedtion.  He  then  praises 
her  chastity,  fidelit j,  and  modesty ;  employing  the  figure  of  an 
enclosed  garden  (iv.  8-16). 

The  Shulamite  replies  in  iv.  166. ;  and  the  shepherd  responds 
in  T.  1,  giving  utterance  to  his  delight  in  her  charms.  The 
poet  addmweB  them  both: — 

Eat,  0  friends! 

Drinlc,  yea  dxink  abvndailtlyi  0  beloved. 

4.  (v.  2--vi.  3).  The  Shtdamite  relates  a  dream  she  saw  re* 
specting  her  shepherd  to  the  court  ladies.  The  purport  of  this 
was,  that  he  came  to  her  dwelling  at  night  and  asked  her  to  let 
him  in.  At  first  she  was  reluctant  to  do  so ;  but  when  he  put 
his  hand  through  the  window,  and  begeed  more  earnestly  tnat 
he  might  be  admitted,  she  rose  up  and  opened  the  door,  but 
found  him  gone,  and  called  him  in  vain.  In  seeking  him,  she 
met  with  the  watchmen  of  the  citv,  who  wounded  and  shame- 
fully treated  her.  She  then  beseeches  these  ladies  that  if  they 
found  her  friend,  they  would  tell  him  how  sick  of  love  she  was. 
When  they  ask  what  his  attractions  are  more  than  those  of  an 
ordinary  lover  (v.  9),  the  Shulamite  describes  his  personal  ap- 
pearance and  beauty.  After  the  description,  the  daughters  of 
Jerusalem  inquire  whither  he  is  gone  (vL  1),  professing  their 
willingness  to  go  with  her  to  seek  him  out.  She  answers  that 
he  has  gone  to  nis  garden ;  and  declares  that  their  affection  is 
mutual  and  inseparable. 

6.  (vi.  4-viii.  4).  Solomon  now  appears  and  addresses  the 
Shulamite  in  flattering  terms,  affirming  that  he  prefers  her  to 
all  his  wives  and  concubines.  In  vi.  10  he  cites  the  encomium 
of  the  court  ladies  upon  her.  The  Shulamite  explains  how  she 
had  fallen  in  with  the  royal  cortege;  at  the  sight  of  which  she 
was  at  first  frightened,  and  hastened  away,  till  by  the  advice  of 
the  court  ladies  she  remained  (vii.  la.),  and  so  came  to  be  seen 
by  the  king,  who  tries  to  induce  her  to  love  him»  and  therefore 
celebrates  her  beauty  (vi.  4-vii.  9). 

The  Shulamite  declaring  that  she  is  whoUy  devoted  to  her 
bridegroom,  and  so  shewing  that  she  steadfastly  resists  all  the  arts 
of  Solomon,  speaks  to  her  shepherd  as  if  she  were  already  free, 
inviting  him  to  go  to  the  country  with  her  and  enjoy  the  plea- 
sures of  life  there.  She  wishes  that  he  were  a  brother  to  her, 
that  she  might  manifest  her  attachment  to  him  in  public,  intro- 
duce him  mto  her  mother's  house,  and  five  him  the  most 
delicious  drinks.  Then,  exhausted  with  the  streuffth  of  her 
affection,  she  wishes  for  the  presence  and  embraoes  of  her  lover, 
and  beseeches  the  court  ladies  not  to  attempt  to  turn  away  her 
affection  from  him  (vii.  10-viii.  4). 
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6.  (viii.  5-14).  The  eliepherd  is  supposed  to  have  been  at 
the  palace ;  and  Solomon^  finding  her  proof  against  his  allure- 
ments, had  set  her  free.  In  company  with  the  bridegroom  she 
returns  to  her  native  place,  and  visits  the  apple  trees  where  they 
had  first  pledged  their  vows.  Speaking  of  ner  virtue  and  inno* 
cence  as  things  invincible  to  temptation,  she  reminds  her  brothers 
of  what  they  had  said  about  her  preserving  or  losing  her  chastity 
before  she  was  marriageable.  In  alluding  to  her  temptations, 
she  says,  that  though  Solomon  was  a  very  rich  man,  having  a 
most  valuable  vineyard,  yet  that  she  despised  all  his  possessions, 
content  to  preserve  her  innocence.  In  conclusion,  the  shepherd 
with  his  companions  requests  of  her  a  song.  With  this  she 
complies,  as  she  sits  in  ner  garden  invisible,  and  repeats  the 
words  she  had  already  sung  (ii.  17) : — 

Make  haste,  my  beloyed ; 

And  be  thou  like  to  a  roe,  or  to  a  yonng  hazt, 

Upon' the  mountains  of  8picefl4 

The  mountains  of  separation  exist  no  longer :  mountains,  fra- 
grant with  spices,  take  their  place. 

III.  Speakebs. — ^There  is  considerable  difficulty  in  determi- 
ning the  speakers  throughout,  because  they  are  not  marked  by 
the  poet.  Hence  the  diversity  of  opinion  on  the  point.  The 
diction  and  context  are  the  best  guides,  the  former  being  suited 
to  the  character  whence  it  is  supposed  to  proceed.  Solomon 
speaks  in  a  more  ornate  strain  than  the  Shulamite  or  her  shep- 
herd.    This  is  but  natural. 

1.  There  is  the  Shulamite,  whose  name  appears  but  once, 
vii.  1.  She  was  from  Shulem,  a  place  which  has  been  identified 
with  the  modem  village  of  Solam,  at  the  west  end  of  little 
Hermon.  A  more  usual  form  of  the  word  is  Shunem,  a  city  in 
the  tribe  of  Issachar  (Josh,  xix  18),  on  the  way  from  Gilgal  to 
Carmel,  not  far  from  Gilboa.  Eusebius  speaks  of  a  place  Sulem, 
five  Eoman  miles  south  of  mount  Tabor.^  On  account  of  the 
article  prefixed,  it  is  better  to  take  the  word  as  a  Gentile  name, 
than  with  the  Vulgate  pacijica,  peaceful,  which  Hengstenberg 
and  others  follow.  There  is  no  foundation  for  saying  with  some, 
that  tho  names  Solomon  and  Shulamith  are  as  significant,  and 
related  one  to  another,  as  John  Bunyan's  Christian  and  Chris- 
tiana. The  Shulamite  cidls  her  shepherd  ^1"^,  ^J^*!!,  ^^^  ^^^^ 
^^£)),  She  never  addresses  Solomon  present;  once  she  does  so 
in  his  absence  (viii.  12). 

2.  The  shepherd  espoused  to  the  Shulamite.     He  calls  his 

beloved  n^3,  *inh8,  n^5  'rym,  *n;yi,  'nJpJ?. 

'  See  Mder*!  das  Hohelied  in  deatscher  UeberBetarong,  Erklanmg,  a.  •.  w.  p.  148. 
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3.  Solomon  who  praises  the  Shulamite.     Heealls  her  ^H^in, 

^rupn  ^n^v  and  anj-na. 

4.  The  court  ladies  or  daughters  of  Jerusalem.  When  they 
address  the  Shulamite  they  call  her  D^^^3  f^T^iLT- 

6.  Brothers  of  the  Shulamite  speak  in  viii.  8,  9,  and  probably 
elsewhere. 

6.  Others  are  also  introduced  speaking,  as  in  iii.  6-11.  They 
are  e^)ectators  at  Jerusalem. 

It  has  been  thought  by  some  that  Solomon  is  depicted  as  a 
bridegroom  in  iii.  6-v.  1.  In  that  case  he  enters  into  Jerusalem 
in  royal  pomp,  adorned  with  a  nuptial  garland.  His  marriage 
with  one  of  the  daughters  of  Jerusalem  may  be  described ;  as 
Hitzig  and  others  suppose.  We  believe,  however,  that  Solomon 
is  set  forth  in  the  passage  riding  in  royal  state,  in  a  c^orgeous 
palanquin,  alonff  with  the  Shulamite,  and  having  on  his  head 
the  same  nuptial  crown  he  wore  on  the  occasion  of  his  marriage 
with  Pharaoh's  daughter.  Thus  he  approaches  Jerusalem,  sur- 
rounded by  his  guards,  and  dressed  in  royal  fashion,  for  the 
purpose  of  winning  and  espousing  the  country  maiden.  The 
king  is  not  depicted  as  a  bridegroom,  but  he  who  styles  the 

Shulamite  np3,  spouse,  i^.  the  devoted  shepherd.     Hitzig  also 

lays  some  stress  on  the  phrase  inj^HS,  daughter  of  a  prince, 

which  he  thinks  inapplieable  to  the  Shulamite,  and  applies  in 
consequence  to  a  concubine  of  princely  descent.  This  is  an 
unnecessary  inference.  The  phrase  means  noble  daughter  in  refer- 
ence te  her  noble  disposition,  not  her  high  position.  This  is 
the  only  sense  suited  te  the  context,  as  Hengstenberg  justly 
remarks.^ 

IV.  Character  op  the  Speeches. — The  genius  and  charac- 
ter of  Solomon's  addresses  are  very  different  from  those  put 
into  the  mouth  of  the  shepherd  Those  of  the  monarch  are  full 
of  alluring  words  devoid  of  sincerity  and  true  tenderness. 
There  is  an  artificiality  about  them,  shewing  that  they  do  not 
proceed  from  the  heart.  Occasionally  they  border  upon  the 
indecorous  and  improper.  His  figures  are  often  far-fetched. 
This  is  exemplified  in  vii.  1-5 : 

How  beautiiiil  are  thy  feet  in  sandab, 

0  princel][  daughter ! 

The  circuits  of  thy  hips  are  like  a  neck  ornament, 

The  work  of  a  skiuul  artificer. 

Th  J  naTel  is  a  round  goblet, 

Let  not  spiced  wine  be  wanting  in  it. 

Thy  belly  is  an  heap  of  wheat, 

Set  about  with  lilies. 

>  Das  Hohelied  Salomoms,  p«  1S4. 
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Th^  breaBts  are  like  the  young  roeii 

TWihb  of  a  gazelle. 

Thy  neck  is  as  a  tower  of  iyory ; 

Thine  eyes  are  as  the  fish  pools  in  Heihbon, 

By  the  gate  of  Bath-rabbim. 

Tny  nose  is  as  the  tower  of  Lebanon, 

"Which  looketh  towards  Damascus. 

Thine  head  upon  thee  is  like  Cannel, 

And  the  hair  of  thine  head  like  purple. 

The  king  is  captivated  by  the  locks. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  addresses  of  the  shepherd  bear  the 
marks  of  ingenuous  and  rustic  simplicity.  They  breathe  the 
feelings  of  a  pure  mind,  faithful  in  its  love  and  innocent  in  its 
purposes.    For  example,  iv.  8-16 : 

With  me  from  Lebanon,  my  betrothed, 

With  roe  thou  shalt  come  from  Lebanon ; 

Thou  shalt  look  from  the  heights  of  Amana, 

From  the  top  of  Shenir  and  Hermon ; 

From  the  lions'  dens, 

From  the  mountains  of  leopards. 

Thou  hast  put  heart  into  me, 

My  sister,  my  espoused ; 

Thou  hast  pat  heart  into  me, 

With  one  of  thine  eyes. 

With  one  chain  of  thy  neck. 

How  fair  is  thy  lore,  my  sister,  ray  spouee, 

How  sweet  is  thy  love  above  wine ! 

And  the  smell  or  thine  ointments  aboye  all  spices. 

Thy  lips,  0  mj  betrothed,  drop  honey ; 

Honey  and  milk  are  under  thy  tongue. 

And  the  smell  of  thy  garmente  is  like  the  smell  of  Lebanon. 

An  enclosed  g^arden  art  thou,  my  sister,  my  betrothed, 

An  enclosed  garden,  a  sealed  fountain. 

Thy  plants  are  a  paradise  of  pomegranates, 

With  pleasant  fruits, 

Cypresses  and  nards, 

ifards  and  crocus. 

Calamus  and  cinnamon ; 

With  all  trees  of  frankincense^ 

llyrrh  and  aloes ; 

With  all  the  chief  spioee. 

A  garden  spring, 

A  well  of  uving  waters, 

And  streams  from  Lebanon. 

y.  Modes  of  interpretation. — ^Few  books  in  the  Bible  have 
nven  rise  to  such  a  variety  of  interpretation  as  the  Canticles. 
We  may  reduce  the  different  modes  of  explanation  to  three. 

1.  The  allegorical  or  mysticaL  The  supporters  of  this  method 
differ  in  sentiment  thus  : 

(a)  Some  say  that  Christ  is  the  principal  subject.  He  is 
the  lover  or  Bridegroom.  The  beloved  or  bride  is  the  entire 
Christian  church  in  the  view  of  some ;  each  individual  Christian 
soul  in  that  of  others.  Many,  however,  combine  these  modifica- 
tions. 
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(b)  Kindred  to  the  last  opinion  is  that  whicli  regards  the 
song  as  a  prophetic  delineation  of  the  fortunes  of  the  Christian 
chnrch.  This  is  a  sort  of  prophetic-allegorical  method  of  ex- 
planation, adopted  bj  Cyprian. 

(c)  Others  say  that  the  relation  of  Jehovah  to  the  Jewish 
people  is  the  subject ;  either  the  love  of  Jehoyah  towards  the 
church  of  Israel,  or  a  figurative  picture  of  Israel's  history  frcmi 
the  exodus  till  the  final  redemption. 

These  two  opinions  touch  one  another  according  to  those  who 
suppose  that  the  Jehovah,  whose  love  to  his  ancient  people  is 
described^  is  none  other  than  Christ  who  has  revealed  the  glory 
of  God  to  mankind  in  all  times,  and  offered  himself  a  sacrifice 
for  their  sins.  The  church  of  the  Old  Testament  and  that  of 
the  New  stand  therefore  in  the  same  general  relation  to  Christ. 

2.  A  class  of  interpreters  explain  the  poem  typically.  They 
abide  by  the  literal  interpretation,  but  assign  to  it  a  spiritual 
sense.  This  presupposes  a  historical  occurrence  or  actual  fact 
to  have  happened ;  which  the  poet  employs  in  a  typical  way,  to 
set  forth  an  idea  or  recommend  a  spiritual  relation.  Those  who 
advocate  the  typical  sense  generally  assume  that  Solomon's 
marriage  with  Pharaoh's  daughter,  or  with  some  other,  is  the 
historical  basis  employed  to  depict  the  love  of  God  or  of  Christ 
to  the  church.  Among  the  advocates  of  this  view  may  be  men- 
tioned Lowth,  Hofmann,  Delitzsch,  and  Naeselsbach.  But  it  is 
very  improbable  that  a  real  event  is  described  in  the  poem ;  and 
Solomon's  marriage  is  certainly  not  the  subject.  The  leading 
idea  of  the  poem  is  not  marriage.  The  matrimonial  relation  is 
kept  in  the  back  ^und  ;  whereas  it  should  be  prominent, 
according  to  this  view.  Weissbach  has  shewn  that  the  love- 
relation  of  Solomon  set  forth  in  the  poem  is  no  actual  thing  but 
rather  an  ideal  picture.^ 

It  is  obvious  that  there  is  no  distinct  line  of  demarcation 
between  the  typical  and  allegorical  mode  of  interpretation.  The 
boundaries  of  the  two  are  indefinite. 

3.  Another  class  of  interpreters  suppose  the  book  to  contain 
throughout  a  description  of  earthly  love.     Here  again  there  is  a , 
variety  of  modifications.    Wedded  love  is  represented  say  some, 
and  so  the  book  is  a  defence  of  monogamy ;  chaste,  antenuptial 
love,  say  others. 

We  shall  first  refer  to  that  form  of  the  allegorical  interpreta- 
tion which  has  been  current  in  the  Christian  church  since  the 
time  of  Origen,  viz.,  that  Christ  is  the  principal  subject. 

It  is  an  insuperable  objection  to  such  an  hjrpothesis  that  it 
tears  away  the  poem  from  all  historical  connexions.    It  has  then 

1  Da*  Hohe  lied  Salomo'i  erUfirt  v.  i.  w.  {  9,  p.  66  et  leqq. 
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no  special  reference  to  the  Old  Testament  times.  Describing 
prophetically  the  love  between  Christ  and  his  church  under  the 
J^ew  Testament  dispensation,  the  Jewish  character  of  the  book 
is  ignored,  and  it  becomes  to  all  intents  a  Christian  production. 
The  view  in  question  strips  it  of  all  real  association  with  the 
Old  dispensation ;  a  proceeding  so  unusual  and  arbitrary  as  to 
ensure  its  rejection.  No  work  of  the  Old  Testament  is  so  com- 
pletely projected  into  the  Christian  dispensation  as  to  lose  con- 
nexion with  the  times  and  circumstances  in  which  it  originated. 
Besides,  the  ideas  of  Christ  both  in  and  immediately  after  the 
Solomonic  age  were  entirely  different  from  what  are  said  to  be 
presented  here.  The  Jews  had  no  conception  of  a  personal  Mes- 
siah so  early.  Their  notions  were  yague  and  indefinite  respecting 
a  future  age  of  prosperity  to  the  nation.  They  were  perhaps  con- 
nected loosely  with  some  future  king  of  David's  family.  They 
had  not  then  been  concentrated  on  a  person,  the  Messiah.  Hence 
Solomon  could  not  personify  the  Messiah.  The  development  of 
the  Messianic  idea  was  far  from  being  in  a  state  to  allow  of  that. 
The  most  exalted  Jew  could  not  have  had  any  conception  of  the 
New  Testament  Messiah  loving  and  living  for  his  people. 

We  must  therefore  dismiss  this  phase  of  the  allegorical  inter- 
pretation as  inadmissible.  Solomon  does  not  represent  the 
Messiah  loving  his  bride,  the  church. 

The  most  plausible  form  of  the  mystical  exposition  is  that 
which  assumes  the  relation  of  Jehovah  to  the  Jewish  people. 
This  relation  is  exhibited  in  figiarative  langjiiage  borrowed 
from  that  of  a  bridegroom  to  his  bride,  of  a  husband  to  his 
wife. 

The  following  arguments  may  be  stated  against  the  explana- 
tion in  question : 

1.  The  work  contains  no  intimation  of  such  sense.  It 
should  not  therefore  be  adopted.  As  the  warrant  is  wanting, 
the  thing  ought  not  to  be  assumed.  In  all  similar  cases  there 
is  something  to  suggest  the  alleTOrical,  and  so  prevent  the 
expositor  from  resting  in  the  literal  alone.  But  here  a  hidden 
meaning  is  neither  expressly  stated  nor  obscurely  hinted.  The 
absence  of  such  key  fully  justifies  the  rejection  of  a  mystical 
sense.  It  has  been  said  indeed,  that  a  divine  key  to  the  alle- 
gory is  found  in  i.  4 :  "  the  upright  love  thee ;''  but  the  word 
translated  upright  is  taken  adverbially,  meaning  juatly  or  de- 
servedly'y  and  the  subject  to  the  verb  is  the  virgins,  as  in  the 
third  verse. 

It  is  hardly  necessary  to  prove  that  there  is  always  an  intima- 
tion of  the  allegorical  sense  where  it  is  intended.  It  has  been 
affirmed  that  the  eightieth  psalm  contains  no  such  key.  But 
surely  the  heathen  in  the  eighth  verscj  and  the  expressions  man 
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of  thy  right  hand  and  son  of  man  in  the  seventeenth,  shew  what 
the  vine  brought  out  of  Egypt  signifies.  Israel,  is  the  man  of 
JehovaKe  right  hand,  and  the  eon  of  man,  rescued  from  the  grasp 
of  the  heathen. 

2.  There  is  no  adequate  ground  for  an  allegorical  interpreta^ 
tion  of  the  poem  in  any  other  part  of  Scripture,  whether  Messiah 
or  Jehovah  be  considered  the  subject.  It  is  frequently  argued  that 
the  forty-fifth  psalm  authorises  us  to  interpret  it  spiritually,  be- 
cause the  psalm  in  question  is  supposed  to  describe  the  mutudl  love 
of  Messiah  and  his  people.  But  there  is  no  reason  for  thinking 
that  the  forty-fifth  psaim  refers  to  Messiah.  A  single  verse  of 
it  has  been  accommodated  to  Christ  by  the  writer  of  the  Epistle 
to  the  Hebrews.  That  is  all.  The  king  depicted  is  not  Messiah, 
and  his  love  to  the  church ;  but  some  Jewish  king  on  the  occa- 
sion of  his  marriage.  No  good  interpreter  now  applies  the  ode 
to  Messiah.  Hence  the  assumed  analogy  to  the  poem  before  us 
utterly  fails.  The  same  may  be  said  of  the  seventy-second 
psalm,  which  has  no  relation  to  Christ,  as  we  have  shewn  else- 
where. 

3.  Again,  the  relation  of  Jehovah  to  Israel  under  the  figure  of 
marriage  does  not  appear  in  the  Pentateuch.  Israel  is  not  there  a 
vir^n  beloved  of  God.  Such  personification  first  occurs  in  Amos  v. 
2.  In  Isaiah  we  meet  with  the  figure  of  Jehovah's  love  for  Israel 
like  that  of  a  bridegroom  to  his  bride,  but  not  earlier  (Ixi.  10). 
It  may  be  admitted  that  a  feeble  germ  of  the  figurative  relation 
is  contained  in  the  Pentateuch  where  idolatry  and  apostasy  from 
God  generally  are  termed  whoredom;  but  it  is  wholly  unde- 
veloped even  there.  And  if  that  be  so,  the  Song  cannot  exhibit 
the  fiffure  in  such  a  form.  When  it  is  recollected  that  the  Pen- 
tateucn  was  not  of  earlier  origin  than  the  poem  before  us,  this 
argument  becomes  weighty.  It  is  undeniable  that  the  relation 
between  Jehovah  and  Israel  does  not  appear  in  any  book  prior 
to  this.  Is  it  conceivable  then  that  it  would  be  presented 
at  first  in  a  fuUy  developed  form  P  Would  it  have  been  drawn 
out  into  minuteness  at  tne  very  commencement  of  its  use  P  If 
so,  it  were  contrary  to  analogy.  There  is  always  due  prepara- 
tion for  such  a  thing. 

4.  Jehovah's  relation  to  the  Jewish  nation  is  described  under 
the  figure  of  a  marriage.  But  here  the  subject  is  different. 
The  poem  does  not  describe  the  marriage  relation.  It  pourtrays 
the  purity  and  fidelity  of  a  virtuous,  newly-married  maiden. 
True  love,  pure,  innocent,  and  faithful,  exposed  to  the  most 
dazzling  temptations  yet  resisting  them  all,  is  the  theme. 
Hence  those  who  build  an  allegorical  explanation  on  the  ground 
of  descriptions  setting  forth  the  covenant  relation  of  Jehovah  to 
his  people  under  the  figure  of  marriage,  rest  on  a  false  founda- 
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tion.  The  word  H^^  rendered  tpouse  in  our  versicm,  is  properly 
80  translated.  It  has  but  two  senses,  yiz,,  bride  and  daughter^ 
in-law.  Mr.  Oinsburg  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  it  only 
means  betrothed,  i.e.,  a  female  under  an  engagement  to  marry.^ 
It  denotes  a  newly^married  woman,  as  the  Shidamite  was.  The 
shepherd  was  not  only  the  lover,  but  the  married  lover  of  his 
shepherdess.  Solomon  does  not  use  the  word,  but  the  shepherd- 
bridegroom,  who  is  the  only  j»*oper  person  to  employ  it, 

6.  Various  parts  of  the  poem  are  equally  unbeooming  and 
irreverent  on  the  hypothesis  of  their  being  spoken  by  Jehovah 
to  Israel 

Behold,  thou  art  ffiir,  my  loye ; 

Behold,  thou  art  fair ; 

Thou  hast  doves'  eyes  within  thy  locks ; 

Thy  hair  is  as  a  flock  of  goats 

That  appear  from  mount  Gilead. 

Thy  teeth  are  like  a  shorn  flock  of  sheep 

Which  came  up  from  the  washing. 

All  are  paired, 

And  none  among  them  is  hereared. 

Like  a  hraid  of  scarlet  are  thy  lips, 

And  thy  mouth-work  is  lovely. 

Thy  cheeks  hehind  thy  veil 

Are  like  a  piece  of  a  pomegranate. 

Thy  neck  is  like  David's  tower, 

Built  for  the  hulwark  of  entrances ; 

A  thousand  shields  hang  upon  it, 

All  shields  of  heroes. 

Thy  two  hreasts  are  like  two  young  fawns, 

Twins  of  a  gazelle  feeding  among  ulies  (iv.  1-5). 


And 


How  heautiful  are  thy  feet  in  sandals, 

0  princely  daughter ! 

The  circuits  of  thy  hips,  etc.  (viL  1-9). 


In  like  manner  the  following  language  in  the  mouth  of  the 
church  is  unsuitable  and  indecorous  as  applied  to  Jehovah. 

His  head  is  as  the  most  fine  gold ; 

His  locks  are  hushy  and  hlack  as  a  raven. 

His  eyes  are  as  the  eyes  of  doves  by  the  riven  of  wfttcfi, 

Washed  with  milk  and  fitly  set. 

His  cheeks  are  as  a  bed  of  spices,  as  sweet  flowers ; 

His  lips  like  lilies,  dropping  sweet-smelling  myrrh. 

His  hands  are  as  gold  nngs  set  with  the  b«ryl ; 

His  belly  is  as  bzight  ivory  overlsid  with  sapphires ; 

His  legs  are  as  pillars  of  marble,  set  upon  sockets  of  fine  gold. 

His  countenance  is  as  Lebanon,  excellent  as  the  cedan. 

His  mouth  is  most  sweet,  yea  he  is  altogether  lovely. — (v.  11-16). 

All  words  of  this  nature  coming  from  Jehovah  to  Israel,  or 
from  the  latter  to  the  former,  are  out  of  place,  extravagant,  and 

1  The  Song  of  Songs  translated  from  the  original  Hebrew  with  a  commentary,  etc. 
p.  1^8. 
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absuTcL  The  length  to  which  some  interpreters  will  go  in  deny- 
ing the  natural  is  most  manifest  from  Stowe's  clumsy  attempt  to 
shew  that  the  passage  just  quoted  has  reference  to  the  dress,  not 
the  skin !  Thus  when  we  read  "  his  head  is  as  the  most  fine 
gold,"  the  gold-coloured  turban  is  intended;  and  when  it  is 
said,  ''his  bdly  is  as  bright  ivory  overlaid  with  sapphires/'  the 
snow-white  robe  and  girdle  set  full  of  jewels  are  specified.  The 
critic  does  not  inform  us  what  particular  part  of  the  dress  is 
described  by  *'  the  legs  like  pillars  of  marble,  set  upon  sockets 
of  fine  gold/'^  Consistently  with  the  same  absurd  principloi 
the  description  of  the  body  in  the  seventh  chapter  seems  to  be 
regarded  by  others.  Is  it  possible  that  the  navel,  thighs,  and 
bdly  can  be  disposed  of  with  the  remark  that  the  dress  of  these 
parts  is  referred  to  P 

The  nayel  is  like  a  round  goblet  which  wanteth  not  liquor ; 
Thy  beUj  is  like  an  heap  of  wheats  set  about  with  lilies. 

Is  it  thus  the  divine  Bridegroom  addresses  his  spouse  the 
church  P  Does  he  praise  redeemed  sinners,  saying  to  them, 
''  Behold,  thou  art  fair,  my  love,  behold,  thou  art  fair,  thou  hast 
doves'  eyes  within  thy  locks/'  ''  Thou  hast  ravished  my  heart, 
my  sister,  my  spouse :  thou  hast  ravished  my  heart  with  one  of 
thy  eyes,  with  one  chain  of  thy  neck.  How  fair  is  thy  love,  my 
sister,  my  spouse !  how  much  better  is  thy  love  than  wine ;  ana 
the  smell  of  thine  ointments  than  all  spices  P''  Does  he  say  to 
the  church,  ''Open  to  me,  my  sister,  my  love,  my  dove,  mv 
imdefiled :  for  my  head  is  fiUed  with  dew,  and  my  locks  with 
the  drops  of  the  night  P''  the  interpretation  of  which  let  us  hear 
from  one  of  the  allegorisers,  Matthew  Henry  :  "  He  pleads 
distress  and  begs  to  be  admitted  sub  forma  pauperis — tmder  the 
character  of  a  poor  traveller  that  wants  a  lodging ;  '  Mp  head  is 
ioet  xffith  the  dew,  with  the  cold  drops  of  the  mght ;  consider 
what  hardships  I  have  undergone  to  merit  thee,  which  surely 
may  merit  from  thee  so  small  a  kindness  as  this.'  When 
Christ  was  crowned  with  thorns,  which,  no  doubt,  fetched  blood 
from  his  blessed  head,  then  was  his  head  wet  mth  the  dew; 
*  consider  what  a  ffrief  it  is  to  me  to  be  thus  unkindly  used,  as 
much  as  it  would  be  to  a  tender  husband  to  be  kept  out  of  doors 
by  his  wife  in  a  rainy  stormy  night.'" 

Again,  is  not  this  a  strange  way  of  the  church's  expressing 
her  passionate  desire  of  a  stricter  union  with  God  P  "  Oh  that 
thou  wert  as  my  brother  that  sucked  the  breasts  of  my  mother ; 
when  I  should  find  thee  out,  I  would  Iqss  thee,  yea,  I  should  not 
be  despised." 

1  Bee  the  AmexiMa  Bibtioal  Bcporitoir  for  April,  lSi7. 
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**The  diurch/'  says  Poole,  "here  expressetb  her  passionate 
desire  of  a  stricter  union  with  and  closer  communion  with  Christ 
than  she  had  attained.  And  in  particular,  these  may  be  the 
breathings  of  the  ancient  Jewish  church  after  Christ's  incarna- 
tion, whereby  he  was  to  be  their  brother  (Bom.  viii.  29 ;  Heb. 
iL  11,  12)  and  a  sucking  infant.'' 

"  My  beloved  put  in  his  hand  by  ^he  hole  of  the  door ;"  very 
peculiar  words  to  be  applied  by  the  church  to  Jehovah  or 
Christ ;  yet  they  are  so,  meaning  according  to  M.  Henry : 
"  When  Christ  has  wrought  powerfully  upon  a  soul,  he  leaves  a 
blessed  sweetness  in  it,  which  is  delightful  to  it^  with  this  he 
oiled  the  lock  to  make  it  go  easy." 

6.  The  imagery  of  love  is  here  drawn  out  into  minute  details 
of  personal  parts  and  properties  repugnant  to  a  devout  Jewish 
mind,  and  more  to  a  western  one,  if  the  Supreme  Being  and 
his  love  to  Israel  be  the  theme.  The  individualising  of  the 
book  in  relation  to  the  affections  and  emotions  of  Jehovah, 
exceeds  anything  found  in  the  Old  Testament.  Had  the  poem 
dealt  more  in. generals,  the  claim  to  an  allegorical  sense  would 
have  been  more  probable,  because  in  greater  proximity  to  like 
images  elsewhere ;  but  taste,  propriety,  and  scripture  analogy 
are  violated  by  the  tedious  circumstantiality  with  which  the  one 
idea  is  unfolded,  viz.,  that  God  loves  his  church  and  is  loved  by 
it  To  do  this,  it  is  surely  unnecessary  to  give  a  particular 
description  of  .the  bodilv  limbs  and  features.  God  is  a  Spirit. 
There  is  anthropomorphism  in  the  Scriptures.  Passions,  in 
which  even  human  frailty  and  imperfection  appear,  are  ascribed 
to  the  Supreme.  But  here  the  imagery  exceeds  in  grossness 
anything  that  is  written  elsewhere.  So  sensuous  is  it  at  times, 
as  even  to  border  on  the  indelicate  (viii.  1-3).  The  words  put 
into  the  mouth  of  Jehovah  grate  harshly  on  the  ear  and  heart 
of  the  spiritually-minded.  Surely  the  ngures  woidd  have  an 
injurious  effect  on  the  oriental  mind,  if  it  was  thought  that  they 
describe  the  communion  existing  betwoen  God  and  the  churclL 
The  warm  imagination  and  sensuous  emotions  of  the  easterns 
could  hardly  be  benefited  by  the  book,  did  it  depict  the  love  of 
God  as  pure  love  between  the  sexes.  This  seems  to  haye  been  felt 
by  the  Jews  when  they  forbade  its  perusal  by  persons  under  thirty 
years  of  age.  Even  with  our  cold  western  temperament,  it  is 
difficult  for  Christians  generally  to  read  it  with  profit.  Hence 
M.  Henry  says,  that  when  we  apply  ourselves  to  the  study  of 
it  we  must  even  forget  we  have  bodies.  A  hard  thing  to  do,  as 
long  as  we  are  in  tne  body.  The  book  is  commonly  neglected* 
It  is  neither  preached  from  in  the  pulpit,  nor  read  in  the  family 
for  devotional  purposes.  Curiosity  usually  leads  to  its  private 
perusal    It  is  generally  avoided.    Stuart  asserts  that  it  is  "  the 
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better  and  safer  course  to  place  the  Canticles,  as  the  Jews  did, 
among  the  D^|^^^  or  books  withdrawn  from  ordinary  use,  and 

betake  oursdves  rather  to  the  Psalms,  and  the  Proverbs,  and 
the  prophets,  and  the  New  Testament."^  Why  so,  if  it  ex- 
presses, as  he  says  it  does,  "  the  warm  and  eameeri;  desire  of  the 
soul  after  God  ?''  The  Jews,  on  the  contrary,  apprehended  some 
danger  from  it  to  the  youthful  mind.  Why  should  a  book  haye 
J  been  given  by  God  to  the  people  of  Israel  for  their  spiritual 
^  good,  if  it  could  not  be  read  generally  without  such  a  restriction  P 
1«  far  as  many  were  concerned,  it  might  as  well  not  have  been 
written,  because  they  died  before  the  age  of  thirty.  The  poem 
is  more  liable  to  do  harm  to  an  oriental  than  to  an  occidental 
mind ;  and  therefore  we  infer  that  it  was  not  meant  to  have  a 
mystical  meaning. 

7.  The  work  makes  no  mention  of  Jehovah,  His  dominion, 
laws,  sanctuary,  or  worship.  It  includes  no  lessons  of  faith, 
obedience,  and  piety  towards  god,  or  duty  towards  man. 

8.  The  total  silence  of  our  jLord  and  his  apostles  respecting  it 
seems  to  authorise  the  idea  that  it  was  little  regarded  by  the 
Jews  of  Palestine,  and  that  the  great  Teacher,  as  well  as  his 
disciples,  had  no  desire  to  rescue  it  from  obscurity. 

Notwithstanding  this  obvious  fact,  Hengstenberg  asserts  that 
the  highest  of  all  authorities,  that  of  our  Lord  and  his  apostles, 
q>eaks  in  favour  of  the  allegorical  interpretation.  He  quotes 
these  places :  Matt.  vi.  28-30 ;  comp.  Song  ii.  1.  Matt.  xiii.  25 ; 
xxiv.  42;  comp.  v.  2.  Matt.  xxi.  33,  etc.;  comp.  viii.  II. 
Luke  xii.  35-37 ;  comp.  v.  3.  Luke  xiii.  31,  32 ;  comp.  ii.  15. 
John  vi.  44 ;  comp.  i.  4.  John  vii.  33,  34 ;  comp.  v.  6.  John 
xxi.  16 ;  comp.  i.  8.  So  this  critic  supposes  that  when  Christ 
called  Herod  afozy  he  referred  to  the  passage  in  the  Song  where 
we  read,  ''Take  us  the  foxes,  the  little  foxes,  that  spoil  the 
vines  !'^  He  also  bids  the  reader  compare  Matt.  xxvi.  6-13, 
Mark  xiv.  3,  John  xii.  3,  Luke  vii.  38,  with  Song  i.  12 ;  John 
ii.  I-ll^  with  Song  ii.  4;  John  iii.  29,  with  Song  ii.  8;  and 
Ephes.  V.  27,  with  Song  iv.  7.« 

9.  There  are  some  traces  in  the  Mishnah  of  doubts  having 
been  entertained  among  the  Jews  regarding  the  canonicity  of 
the  book,  notwithstanding  B.  Akiba's  assertion  that  no  Israelite 
ever  disputed  it.'  S>.  Jose  saith,  Ecclesiastes  ''  does  not  make 
the  hands  unclean,  but  the  Canticles  are  subject  to  a  dis- 
pute."   The  treatise  Pirke  Aboth  refers  to  similar  doubts. 

10.  Both  Origen  and  Jerome  affirm  that  the  Jews  forbad  any 
one  to  read  the  book  till  he  was  thirty  years  of  age,  a  restriction 

1  On  the  Canon  of  the  Old  Testament,  p.  365  ed.  Dandson. 
'  Das  Hohelied  Salomonis  ausgelegt,  pp.  263,  264. 
s  Hiflhna  Tadaim,  iii  6. 
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approved  by  thoae  &ihers.  This  prohibition  extended  to  the 
beginning  and  end  of  Ezekiel,  and  the  first  part  of  Genesis,  but 
for  a  different  reason,  the  difficulty  of  understanding  them;  while 
in  the  case  of  the  Canticles,  moral  danger  led  to  the  restriction. 
If  a  spiritual  meaning  was  attached  to  the  book,  the  reason  of 
the  prohibition  is  not  very  evident.  The  very  fact  of  a  mystical 
sense  being  the  only  and  true  one,  so  far  from  being  a  drawback 
to  the  perusal  of  the  poem,  would  be  an  encouragement  to  it. 
To  excite  the  warm  and  earnest  desire  of  the  soul  after  God 
is  an  object  which  the  mystical  sense  would  directly  favour; 
whereas  the  mere  amatory  character  would  be  liable  to  abuse. 
The  restriction  is  in  harmony  with  the  latter,  rather  than  the 
former. 

The  arguments  of  the  allegorisers  and  type-finders  do  not 
appear  simcient  to  invalidate  the  force  of  those  now  given. 
They  are  principally  the  following : 

1.  The  oldest  interpretation  seems  to  have  been  the  alle- 
gorical one.  The  Jews  who  received  the  book  into  the  canon 
attached  a  spiritual  meaning  to  it,  else  they  would  not  have 
dignified  it  with  such  a  position.  It  owes  its  place  to  its  sup- 
posed mystical  import. 

This  seems  probable  enough,  for  it  agrees  with  what  R.  Azaria 
fin  Meor  Enayim)  says.  It  is  also  favoured  by  the  fact,  that  the 
nrst  and  most  important  place  is  given  to  the  song  among  the 
five  Megilloth ;  though  the  Lamentations  of  Jeremiah  the  pro- 
phet belong  to  the  division  in  question.  The  Ghaldee  and  Syriac 
mterpreters  seem  to  have  followed  the  view  of  the  men  who 
received  the  book  into  the  sacred  collection.  But  though  the 
Jewish  compilers  of  the  holy  books,  and  the  old  translators 
regarded  the  Song  as  allegorical,  we  need  not  follow  their  senti- 
ments. They  were  not  infallible.  Surely  we  are  as  able  to 
judge  of  the  interpretation  of  the  work  as  they  were.  Hahn 
supposes  that  we  are  not;^  and  assumes  a  certain  principle  by 
which  the  compilers  of  the  Canon  were  guided,  viz.,  the  imme- 
diate connection  of  a  book  with  the  development  of  God's  king- 
dom under  the  Old  Testament.  But  conjecture  is  not  argument. 
Whether  the  collectors  of  the  canonical  books  had  any  fixed 
principles  for  judging  tlieir  canonicity  is  uncertain.  We  believe 
that  tne  person  or  persons  who  first  placed  the  Song  in  the 
canon,  took  it  for  the  production  of  king  Solomon,  agreeably  to 
the  title.  And  the  national  Hebrew  opinion  was,  that  he  was 
an  inspired  man.  Faith  in  the  inspiration  of  the  writer  had 
more  to  do  with  the  reception  of  his  work  into  the  Canon,  than 
its  religious  contents;  though  they  were  not  overlooked.  Nor 
can  we  refrain  from  comparing  the  Song  with  the  book  of  Esther 

1  Das  hohe  lied  yon  Salomo,  pp.  7,  8. 
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or  Ecclesiastes  in  its  relation  to  the  development  of  the  Divine 
kingdom — ^a  kingdom  which  consists  esBentially  in  righteousness 
and  purity — and  putting  its  tendency  in  that  respect  as  high  as 
theirs. 

The  Septuagint  translator  of  Canticles  understood  it  in  an 
allegorical  sense.  So  £eil  after  Magnus  asserts,  adducing  as 
proof  vi.  8,  where  the  rendering  is  arrro  ofyxfh  'Tlorea)^,  instead 
of  the  Hebrew  yrom  the  top  o/Amana,  It  is  not  uncommon  for 
the  Greek  translators  to  mistake  proper  names  for  appellatives. 
There  is  no  good  reason  for  saving  that  the  version  m  question 
took  the  Song  in  an  allegorical  sense ;  though  Magnus  adduces 
the  fact  of  Egypt  being  the  seat  of  allegory,  and  the  spirit  of 
the  time,  as  favourable  to  such  a  mode  of  explanation.^  Evidence 
of  the  mystical  sense  would  have  been  more  apparent,  had  the 
Ghreek  translators  followed  it. 

Jesus  Sirach  has  also  been  supposed  by  Keil  to  furnish  proof 
of  his  allegorical  interpretation  of  the  Song,  in  xlvii.  17,  where 
we  read  of  Solomon,  "  Countries  marvelled  at  thee  for  thy  songs, 
and  proverbs,  and  parables,  and  interpretations.'^  Here  it  is 
said  that  all  the  writings  of  Solomon  are  mentioned ;  and  there- 
fore the  allegorical  interpretation  of  the  Sonig  is  implied.  It  is 
evident,  however,  that  me  words  do  not  reier  to  the  writings 
of  Solomon  in  the  Canon,  because  ipfifjvelai^,  interpretations  of 
enigmas  are  not  given  there.  The  allusion  is  to  the  historical 
narrative  in  Ein^s,  as  Hengstenberg  has  remarked.*  So  too  the 
fifteenth  verse  alludes  to  1  Kings  x.  24, 

The  Wisdom  of  Solomon  also  implies  the  mystical  sense  of 
Canticles.  So  Rosenmiiller  and  Deutzsch  assert,  rel3ring  upon 
viii.  2,  where  Solomon  addresses  wisdom:  ''I  loved  her,  and 
sought  her  out  from  my  youth,  I  desired  to  make  her  my  spouse, 
and  I  was  a  lover  of  her  beauty.'^  The  resemblance  is  merely 
accidental  between  the  two  brides. 

Josephus^  understood  the  Canticles  in  an  allegorical  sense. 
So  Hengstenberg  asserts^  because  Josephus  arran&;es  the  Old 
Testament  books  so  as  to  put  the  Song  among  the  prophets. 
But  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that  he  put  it  there.  More  pro- 
bably did  he  arrange  it  with  the  three  containing  hymns  to 
Ood  and  principles  of  life  for  men,  viz.,  Psalms,  Proverbs, 
Ecclesiastes. 

In  the  Talmud  we  find  proof  that  the  Jews  in  the  early  cen- 
turies of  the  Christian  era  took  it  in  a  mystical  sense.  Thus 
R.  Akiba  says,  "  The  whole  history  of  the  world  does  not  o£fer 
an  epoch  equal  to  the  day  on  wmch  Canticles  were  ^ven  to 
Israel,  for  all  the  Hagiographa  are  holy,  but  the  Canticles  are 

^  Eritische  Bearbeitung  und  Erklanmg  des  hohen  Liedes  Salomo's.  p.  25. 
'  Das  hohelied,  u.  a.  w.,  p.  264.  *  Contra  Apion.  i.  8. 
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most  holy."^  In  accordance  with  this  authority,  varioiis  pas- 
sages are  quoted  and  explained  in  the  Tabnud  culegorically. 

The  Targum  or  Chaldee  paraphrase  regards  the  poem  as  a 
figurative  description  of  Goil's  gracious  conduct  towards  the 
Jews  in  delivering  them  from  Egyptian  bondage,  and  conferring 
singular  favours  upon  them  till  the  coming  of  the  Messiah. 

Amon^  Christians,  Origen  was  probably  the  first  who  ex- 

{plained  tne  Song  allegori(»lly.  He  terms  the  poem  an  epitha- 
amium  or  nuptial  song,  and  assumes  a  spiritual  sense,  accord- 
ing to  which  the  imion  of  a  soul,  or  of  the  church  with  the 
Word  of  God,  the  divine  bridegroom,  is  set  forth.  Jerome  says 
that  Origen  wrote  ten  volumes  of  commentaries  on  the  poem, 
containing  twenty  thousand  verses ;  and  observes,  in  an  epistle 
to  Pammachius  and  Oceanus,  that  whereas  in  his  other  works 
Origen  had  excelled  all  others,  in  that  on  Canticles  he  sur- 
passed himself.  Athanasius,  Gregory  Nyssene,  Jerome,  Augus- 
tine, and  most  of  the  fathers  took  the  same  view.  It  has  always 
prevailed  among  Christians.  Whatever  weight  be  attached  to 
the  argument  in  favour  of  the  mystical  sense  borrowed  from 
antiquity,  we  must  be  guided  by  other  considerations  in  coming 
to  a  safe  conclusion. 

2.  On  the  supposition  of  its  beinff  an  ordinary  love  song  all 
propriety  is  violated.  The  poem  abounds  with  praises  of  the 
lover's  person  from  the  lips  of  the  beloved  one,  and  with  dis- 
praises of  herself.  It  invites  other  females  to  love  him,  speaks 
of  him  as  her  brother  and  of  her  as  his  sister.  She  says  of  her- 
self, "  I  am  black,  but  comely."  In  short,  the  longer  part  of 
the  Song  is  occupied  with  the  praises  of  the  bridegroom,  to 
whom  his  bride  is  a  mere  foil. 

These  remarks  are  of  little  weight,  because  they  proceed  on 
a  total  misapprehension  of  the  ^ue  meaning,  as  well  as  of 
the  lover's  relation  to  the  beloved  maiden.  The  situation  in 
which  the  female  is  placed  justifies  her  praises  of  the  faithful 
shepherd  she  had  espoused.  On  the  other  hand,  the  encomiums 
heaped  upon  her  are  natural  in  the  mouths  of  the  persons  from 
whom  they  proceed.  If  it  be  recollected  that  the  language  is 
poetical,  no  monstrous  violation  of  propriety  will  appear.  The 
work  is  an  Oriental  poem ;  and  the  diction  should  therefore  not 
be  taken  as  prose.  It  is  the  ofi&pring  of  a  luxuriant  imagina- 
tion tinned  with  the  voluptuousness  characteristic  of  the  eastern 
mind.  There  love  is  warm  and  passionate,  even  while  pure. 
It  deals  in  colours  and  images  wmch  seem  extravagant  to  the 
colder  ideas  of  the  west.  Hence  it  is  unreasonable  to  argue 
against  the  application  of  the  Song  to  human  love  on  the  tacit 
ground  of  its  being  western  prose.     The  descriptions  of  poetry 

>  Yadaim,  iii.  5. 
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always  imply  flights  of  fancy ;  those  of  eastern  poetry  particu- 
larly so. 

3.  From  a  remote  antiquitjr  it  has  been  usual  among  oriental 
nations  to  teach  religious  doctrines,  and  inculcate  devotional 
sentiments,  under  the  disguise  of  amatory  and  drinking  songs. 
This  is  the  case  with  the  songs  of  Hafiz,  a  Persian  poet  of  the 
fourteenth  century.  The  love-poems  Nisamis,  Leila  and  Mejnun, 
Jussuf  and  Suleicha,  have  been  explained  allegorically  by  the 
commentators.  This  habit  of  expressing  the  intercourse  of  the 
soul  with  God  in  productions  of  apparently  an  amatory  nature, 
which  prevailed  extensively  among  the  Persians,  Turks,  Arabians, 
and  Hiadoos,  has  been  copiously  explained  by  Lane,  who  was 
present  at  some  of  the  reugious  exercises  of  the  Mohammedan 
dervishes  in  Cairo.  "The  darweesh,**  says  Lane,  "pointed  out 
the  following  poem  as  one  of  those  most  common  at  zikrs,  and 
as  one  which  was  sung  at  the  zikr,  which  I  have  begun  to 
describe.  I  translate  it,  verse  for  verse;  and  imitate  the 
measure  and  system  of  the  ori^al,  with  this  difference  only, 
ihat  the  first,  third,  and  fifth  Imes  of  each  stanza  rhyme  with 
each  other  in  the  original,  but  not  in  my  translation : — 

**  With  love  my  heart  is  trouhled ; 
And  mine  eye-Ud  Mndreth  sleep : 
My  TitaU  are  diBserer'd; 
Wnile  with  streaming  tears  I  weep. 
My  union  seems  fiEur  £stant : 
Vv  iU  my  lore  e'er  meet  mine  eye  ? 
Alas !  Did  not  estrangement 
Draw  my  tears,  I  would  not  sigh. 

**  Bt  dreary  nights  Vm  wasted : 
Absence  makes  my  hope  expire : 
My  tears  like  pearls  are  dropping ; 
And  my  heart  is  wrapt  in  fire. 
Whose  is  like  my  condition  i 
Scarcely  know  I  remedy. 
Alas !  Did  not  estrangement 
Draw  my  tears,  I  would  not  sigh. 

^  0  tartle-dove  I  acquaint  me 
Wherefore  thus  dost  thou  lament  ? 
Art  thou  so  stung  by  absence  ? 
Of  thy  wings  depriVd  and  pent  ? 
He  saith,  "Our  grieft  are  equal : 
Worn  away  with  lore,  I  lie. 
Alas!  Did  not  estrangement 
Draw  my  tears,  I  would  not  sigh. 

"  0  First,  and  sole  eternal, 
Show  tny  favour  yet  to  me  : 
Thy  slaye,  Ahmaa  £1-Bekree, 
Hath  no  Lord,  excepting  thee. 
By  T&-h4  the  Great  Prophet ! 
Do  thou  not  his  wish  deny. 
Aks!  Did  not  estrangement 
Draw  my  tears,  I  would  not  sigh." 
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''  I  must  translate  a  few  more  lines,  to  show  more  strongly  the 
similarity  of  these  songs  to  that  of  Solomon ;  and  lest  it  should 
be  thought  that  I  have  varied  the  expressions,  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  render  them  into  verse.  In  the  same  collection  of 
poems  sung  at  zikrs  is  one  which  begins  with  these  lines : — 

"  0  gftzeUe,  from  among  the  gazelles  of  El-Yemen ! 
I  am  thy  aLave  vithout  cost : 
0  thou  small  of  age,  and  fresh  of  akin ! 
0  thou  who  art  scarce  past  the  time  of  drinking  milk !  ** 

"In  the  first  of  th^e  verses  we  have  a  comparison  exactly 
agreeing  with  that  in  the  concluding  verse  of  Solomon's  Song ; 
for  the  word,  which  in  our  Bible  is  translated  a  *'  roe/^  is  used 
in  Arabic  as  synonymous  with  "  ghazal"  (or  a  gazelle)  ;  and  the 
mountains  of  El- Yemen  are  ^Hhe  moimtains  of  spices/'  This 
poem  ends  with  the  following  lines : — 

*'  The  phantom  of  thy  form  yisited  me  in  my  slmnber : 
I  said, '  0  phantom  of  slumber !  who  sent  tiiee  ^ 
He  said,  ^  He  sent  me  whom  thou  knowest ; 
He  whose  love  occupies  thee/ 

The  beloved  of  my  heart  visited  me  in  thedarknefls  of  night : 
I  stood,  to  shew  him  honour,  until  he  sat  down. 
I  said,  '  0  thou  my  petition,  and  all  mv  desire  ! 
Hast  thou  come  at  midnight,  and  not  teared  the  watchmen  } 
He  said  to  me,  *  I  feared ;  but,  however,  love 
Had  taken  from  me  my  soul  and  my  breath."' 

"  Compare  the  above  with  the  second  and  five  following  verses 
of  the  fifth  chapter  of  Solomon's  Song.  Finding  that  songs  of 
this  description  are  extremely  numerous ;  and  almost  the  only 
poems  sung  at  zikrs ;  that  they  are  composed  for  this  purpose, 
and  intended  only  to  have  a  spiritual  sense,  (though  certainly 
not  understood  in  such  a  sense  by  the  generality  of  the  vulgar) ; 
I  cannot  entertain  any  doubt  as  to  the  design  of  Solomon's 
Song.  The  specimens  which  I  have  just  given  of  the  religious 
love-songs  of  the  Muslims  have  not  been  selected  in  preference 
to  others  as  most  agreeing  with  that  of  Solomon,  but  as  being 
in  frequent  use ;  and  the  former  of  the  two  as  having  been  sung 
at  the  zikr  which  I  have  begun  to  describe."^ 

That  the  poets  of  Hindostan  indulged  in  similar  compositions 
is  shewn  by  a  reference  to  the  G-tta-govinda,  the  production  of 
a  famous  Hindoo  writer  named  Jayadeva.  This  is  a  mystical 
poem  intended  to  celebrate  the  loves  of  Crishna  and  S.&ah&y  or 
the  reciprocal  attraction  between  the  divine  goodness  and  the 
human  soul.  It  may  be  found  in  the  third  volume  of  the 
Asiatic  Researches ;  or  at  the  end  of  Dr.  A.  Clarke's  Commen- 
tary on  the  Canticles. 

^  Account  of  the  Manners  and  Customs  of  the  Modem  Egyptians,  vol.  ii.  p.  215 
et  seqq. 
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Plausible  as  these  analogies  seem,  they  do  not  support  the 
conclusion  for  which  they  are  adduced.  In  the  first  specimen 
the  Supreme  Being  is  directly  introduced;  a  fact  which  m^ks  it 
at  once  as  religious,  under  the  garb  of  love.  The  second  speci- 
men is  an  extract.  If  the  Almighty  is  not  brought  into  any 
part  of  it,  we  need  not  infer  that  the  writer  intended  it  for  a 
devotional  hymn,  because  the  Mohammedans  sung  it  as  such. 
Their  application  and  the  original  scope  of  it  may  be  quite  dif- 
ferent. 

The  Hindoo  poem,  Gita-govinda,  is  an  idyllic  opera  belonging 
to  the  eleventh  or  twelfth  century  of  the  Christian  era,  celebrat- 
ing the  love  of  Grishna  to  the  shepherdesses,  the  separation 
arising  therefrom,  and  final  reconciliation  with  his  beloved 
BAdhi.  The  piece  is  sensuous  and  extravagant^  having  no 
religious  bearing,  though  now  interpreted  mystically.  It  is 
di£Slcult  to  Judge  of  the  pantheistic  poems  of  iJxe  Sufis,  and 
especially  of  Hafiz.  Did  these  mystic  poets  themselves  convey 
nothing  more  than  a  literal  sense  in  their  songs ;  or  did  they 
veil  an  alleg^cal  and  mystic  one  beneath  the  literal  and 
sensuous  P  When  the  commentators  discover  another  than  the 
literal  meaning,  do  they  find  what  the  poets  themselves  did  not 
mean?  We  are  inclined  to  adopt  the  opinion  of  those  who 
believe  that  the  poets  in  question,  whenever  they  appear  to  con- 
vey a  secret  sense,  employ  that  expedient  solely  to  deceive  their 
credulous  and  superstitious  countrymen.  Sir  w  iUiam  Jones  and 
Umbreit  think  so.  And  this  is  favoured  by  the  fact  that  the 
poetry  of  Hafiz  had  no  mystical  sense  in  the  eyes  of  the  Persian 
doctors  themselves;  since  Sudius,  the  most  erudite  of  all  the 
interpreters,  explained  it  literally ;  and  the  chief  men  of  Shiraz 
were  reluctant  to  allow  burial  to  the  poet,  because  of  the  im- 
purity of  his  works.  Hence  it  is  probable  that  Mohammedan 
and  other  commentators  attributed  an  allegorical  sense  to  what 
the  Persian  poets  themselves  wrote  with  no  such  intention. 
''  But  after  all,  the  great  objection  remains  to  any  conclusion 
drawn  from  the  pantheistic  mysticpoets,  whether  of  Persia  or 
India,  whether  Mohammedans  or  Hindoos,  namely,  that  their 
productions  are  founded  on  a  rdigion  and  philosophy  entirely 
different  from  the  Jewish.  The  Canticles  are  productions  of  a 
different  country,  and  separated  from  any  of  tiie  songs  of  the 
Sufi  poets  by  an  interval  of  nearly  two  thousand  years.  The 
Jewish  religion  has  nothing  in  common  with  tiie  pantheistic 
mysticism  on  which  those  songs  are  founded.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  Old  Testament  of  a  similar  character.  If  any  production 
similar  to  those  mystical  love  songs  had  existed  in  the  religious 
literature  of  the  Hebrews,  undoubtedly  we  should  have  found 
some  of  them  in  the  book  of  Psalms,  which  comprises  composi- 
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tions  from  tlie  age  preceding  that  of  Dayid  to  a  period  long 
after  the  return  of  the  Jews  from  the  captivity  at  Babylon. 
But  in  the  most  fervent  psalms,  the  forty-second,  for  instance, 
nothing  of  the  kind  is  found.  Neither  is  anything  similar  to 
these  mystic  songs  ascribed  to  the  Jewish  sects,  as  described  by 
Josephus  and  Pmlo.  Nothing  of  the  kind  is  laid  to  the  charge 
of  the  Essenes.  It  is  needless  to  say  that  nothing  approaching 
to  a  like  character  is  found  in  the  New  Testament.  Nothing 
similar  is  discovered  even  in  the  allegorical  paraphrase  of  the 
Targumist  on  the  Canticles.  All  those  religious  love  songs  are 
founded  on  the  Sufi  religion,  or  rather  religious  philosophy, 
which,  whether  it  was  borrowed  from  India,  as  Yon  Hammer 
supposes,  or  arose  independently  among  the  Mahometans,  accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  of  Tholuck,  has  no  connection  with  or  resem- 
blance to  the  Jewish.  It  is  as  different  from  the  latter  as  dark- 
ness from  Uffht.  The  argument,  therefore,  which  is  drawn  &om 
the  mystical  songs  of  the  Mahometan  devotees  for  ascribing  a 
mystical  character  to  the  Canticles  is  without  foimdation.^'^ 

4.  Every  part  of  the  Bible  has  a  religious  aspect,  and  is  filled 
with  theocratic  views.  How  then  came  there  to  be  an  excep- 
tion so  contrary  to  the  genius  of  the  whole  Hebrew  Bible  P 

It  is  not  a  solitary  exception,  as  the  book  of  Esther  shews. 
In  like  manner,  the  forty-fifth  psalm  is  secular.  Those  who 
talk  of  an  amatory  poem  in  opposition  to  books  of  a  serious  and 
religious  nature,  forget  that  virtue  is  a  part  of  religion.  The 
Canticles  shew  the  virtue  of  faithful  and  pure  love.  Though 
they  be  amatory  in  character,  they  set  forth  a  kind  of  love 
which  needed  to  be  inculcated  upon  the  sensual  Jews  and  their 
voluptuous  monarchs.  In  an  age  when  adultery  was  common, 
it  was  neither  inopportune  nor  irreverent  to  compose  a  work 
whose  object  was  to  set  forth  that  virtuous  love- which  the 
sexes  should  maintain  incorrupted  amid  the  strongest  seductions. 
The  book  is  worthy  because  of  its  theme  to  be  put  among  the 
religious  literature  of  the  nation ;  since  religion  enjoins  the  cruci- 
fying of  the  flesh  with  its  lusts.  It  commends  the  maintenance 
of  vows  and  promises;  especially  when  their  violation  leads 
directly  to  immorality  of  conduct.  Among  a  people  like  the 
Jews,  in  the  age  of  Solomon  and  after,  the  theme,  if  not  directly 
spiritual,  was  closely  allied  to  that  pure  and  undefiled  reh- 
gion  so  grossly  injured  in  the  person  of  David's  splendour-lov* 
ing  son. 

5.  The  characters  introduced  are  spiritually  applied  elsewhere. 
The  covenant  relation  subsisting  between  Jehovah  and  the  people 
of  Israel  is  frequently  represented  by  the  emblematical  union  of 

^  Noyes's  new  tranalation  of  the  ProyerbB,  Eccleriastes,  and  the  Canticles,  pp. 
130,  131. 
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a  married  pair  (Hos.  i.,  ii.,  iii. ;  Ezek.  xyi. ;  Jer.  iii.).  In  like 
maimer  the  relation  of  Christ  to  his  church  is  described  in  the 
New  Testament  by  the  purest  exhibition  of  the  married  state. 
Christ  IB  called  the  Bridegroom  of  his  people.  The  church  is 
the  bride,  the  Lamb's  wife.  The  bride  is  compared  to  the  rose 
and  lily,  which  images  are  repeatedly  applied  to  the  church  of 
God  by  different  prophets  (Hos.  xiv.  6 ;  Is.  xxxv.  1). 

In  answer  to  this  it  is  sufficient  to  remark  that  the  poem  was 
not  meant  to  set  forth  the  happiness  of  married  lore.  Wedded 
love  is  not  the  theme  so  much  as  true  affection  in  the  midst  of 
temptations.  The  basis  of  that  allegorical  interpretation  which 
assumes  the  relation  of  Jehoyah  to  his  ancient  people,  or  of 
Christ  to  his  church,  under  the  figure  of  marriage  is  not  promi- 
nently presented.  Two  newly  married  loyers  in  peculiar  circum- 
stances are  set  forth ;  one  of  them  in  particular  being  described 
for  the  purpose  of  shewing  the  strength  and  purity  of  genuine 
love  between  the  sexes. 

6.  ''The  sudden  changes  from  the  singular  to  the  plural 
number  in  the  part  of  the  dialogue  sustamed  by  Shulamith, 
indicate  that  her  name  is  to  be  taken  in  a  collective  sense. 
Draw  mCy  tee  will  run  after  thee.  The  king  has  brought  me 
into  his  chambers ;  we  will  be  glad,  etc.,  chap.  i.  4  and  many 
other  places."* 

This  change  from  the  one  number  to  the  other  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  determination  of  the  allegorical  or  literal  sense  of 
the  poem,  for  it  is  very  common  in  Hebrew  to  use  the  plural 
where  no  collective  sense  is  intended.  The  argument  is  also 
based  on  misapprehension,  the  sense  being  ''let  us  run,"  the 
Shulamite  and  her  lover. 

We  have  thus  seen  that  the  arguments  drawn  from  the 
internal  nature  of  the  poem  against  its  being  considered  ama- 
tory rest  upon  misapprenension  of  the  meaning.  It  is  an  eastern 
production,  and  must  be  judged  by  an  eastern  standard  of  taste. 
He  who  does  not  remember  the  wide  difference  between  the 
Oriental  and  Occidental  mind,  must  necessarily  fall  into  error. 
The  luxuriant  imagination  and  glowing  ardour  of  the  former 
express  themselves  in  hyperbolical  and  extravaffant  diction; 
whereas  the  subdued  character  and  coolness  of  uie  latter  are 
averse  to  sensuous  luxuriance.  Although  the  poem  has  raised 
the  devotion  of  a  few  minds  in  the  west,  and  been  spiritualized 
in  the  service  of  piety,  we  are  iax  £rom  thinking  that  its  original 
design  was  such.  A  mystical  interpretation  mts  been  put  into 
it  by  the  ingenuity  or  allegorising  imagination  of  the  expositor, 
instead  of  being  fairly  derived  firam  its  language. 

^  Kitto,  Daily  Bible  lUiutrationsy  eremng  Beries,  thirteenth  week,  first  day. 
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7.  ''The  Shulamite  is  put  in  situations  and  made  to  utter 
expressions  which,  if*  literally  understood,  are  so  entirely  abhor- 
rent to  Oriental  manners,  that  no  sane  writer  would  ever  put 
them  into  a  literal  love  song ;  though  they  are  all  very  beautiful 
and  appropriate  when  understood  a&egoricaUy.  Such  are  chaps, 
iii.  1-4;  V.  7;  Tiii.  l,2.''i 

The  situations  and  expressions  in  question  are  not  abhorrent 
to  Oriental  manners,  in  an  Eastern  loYe^oem,  with  its  gorgeous, 
sensuous  imagery.  On  the  contrary  thej  are  in  keeping  with  a 
poem  of  that  nature.  The  argument  tacitly  assimies  that  poetry 
is  literal  prose,  which  is  unfair.  How  justly  might  it  be  said  to 
the  advocates  of  the  spiritual  sense.  No  sane  writer  would  put 
such  expressions  into  the  mouth  of  Jehovah  respecting  his 
church,  or  of  his  church  respecting  Jehovah.  Allegoncally 
understood,  the  situations  and  scenes  are  unworthy  of  the  great 
Bridegroom  and  his  Bride. 

8.  **  The  dreamy  and  fanciful,  and  even  impossible  character 
of  many  of  the  scenes,  shows  that  they  cannot  be  understood 
literally.  Chap.  ii.  14-16,  Shulamith  is  in  the  cleft  of  the  rocks, 
in  the  concealments  of  the  precipices ;  and  Shelomoh  wishes  to 
see  her  and  to  hear  her  sp4Jc  He  is  in  the  garden  at  night ; 
and  she  tells  him  to  catch  the  jackals  that  are  destroying  the 
vines.  She  sees  him  feeding  his  flocks  in  a  distant  field  of 
anemones.  She  sees  him  beyond  the  mountains  which  separate 
them,  and  caUs  upon  him  to  leap  over  them  like  the  gazelle  and 
the  fleeting  fawn,  to  rejoin  her  at  evening.  All  these  things 
occur  together  at  the  same  time  and  place.  Chap.  iv.  8, 
Shelomoh  calls  upon  Shtdamith  to  go  with  him  to  the  snowy 
peaks  of  Lebanon  and  Hermon,  among  the  lions'  dens  and  the 
leopards'  lairs,  and  enjoy  the  fine  prospect  over  the  plains  of 
Damascus.  K^umerous  impossibilities  oi  this  kind  will  occur  to 
every  intelligent  reader  of  the  poem."^ 

The  alleged  impossibilities  are  founded  on  a  total  misappre- 
hension of  the  meaning.  Shulamith  does  not  call  upon  Solomon 
to  do  what  is  here  stated.  Neither  does  Solomon  ask  her  to  do 
what  the  commentator  alleges.  A  right  interpretation  dispels 
at  once  the  alleged  phenomena.  And  we  hold  that  most  of  the 
scenes  cannot  be  imderstood  literally,  because  they  are  poetry j 
which  is  the  o£&pring  of  imagination. 

The  advocates  of  the  mystical  interpretation  sometimes  oonvev 
the  idea  that  they  alone  take  the  view  of  it  consistent  witn 
divine  inspiration.  But  an  inspired  man  may  well  have  written 
it,  though  it  be  an  amatory  effusion.    A  poem  purporting  to  set 

^  Eitto,  Daily  Bible  lUustratioiui,  eTening  eeries,  thirteenth  week,  first  day. 
s  Xbid. 
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forth  the  triumph  of  chaste  love  may  surely  haye  proceeded 
from  the  pen  of  inspiration.  The  book  is  equally  a  part  of  the 
canonical  ocriptores  of  the  Jews  with  the  others  to  which  divine 
authority  attadies.  We  do  not  say  that  the  Sang  is  inspired, 
because  it  is  improper  to  predicate  inspiration  of  a  book ;  but 
we  say  that  it  is  the  production  of  an  inspired  man.  In  this 
respect  it  stands  in  the  same  position  as  the  other  books  of  the 
Old  Testament.  *' Amatory/'  says  Stuart,  ^'nearly  all  the 
German  neologists  suppose  it  to  be.''  .  In  the  same  spirit 
Hengstenberg  writes :  **  The  literal  interpretation  did  not 
come  into  repute  till  the  time  of  rationahsm,  the  age  of  the 
deepest  humiliation  of  Christ's  church.''  This  is  an  ungener- 
ous insinuation.  Amatory  some  yery  orthodox  diyines  sup- 
pose it  to  be.  Belief  in  inspiration  and  the  divine  authority  of 
the  Scriptures,  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  view  taken  of  the 
Song. 

It  is  imneoessary  to  refer  to  any  other  modification  of  the 
allegorical  sense,  such  as  that  of  the  Targum  already  stated ;  of 
Bashi  who  holds  that  its  design  was  to  shew  that  God  had  not 
afflicted  Israel  willingly  but  was  still  her  husband  ;  of  Bash- 
bam  ;  of  Abenezra  who  supposes  it  contains  a  history  of  the 
Jews  from  Abraham  to  the  oays  of  Messiah  under  the  figure  of 
a  shepherd  and  shepherdess.  Abarbanel  and  Leo  Hebraeus 
affirm  that  it  represents  the  mutual  love  of  Solomon  and  Wis- 
dom. According  to  Hug,^  it  is  a  dream  poem,  in  which  Solo- 
mon represents  Hezekiah;  the  bride,  the  ten  tribes;  and  her  love, 
the  longing  of  these  tribes  to  be  reunited  with  Judah.  Kaiser 
supposes  that  the  bridegroom  represents  Zerubbabel,  Ezra,  and 
Nehemiah  as  the  restorers  of  the  Jewish  constitution  in  the 
province  of  Judah,  the  bride  being  a  new  colony.^  Hahn  con- 
jectures that  the  bride  is  Japhetic  heathenism ;  the  bridegroom 
the  kingdom  of  Israel ;  so  that  the  poem  represents  the^mg- 
dom  of  Israel  called  at  last  to  overcome  heathenism  with  the 
weapons  of  love  and  justice,  and  bring  the  heathen  to  a  stete  of 
fellowship  with  it,  and  consequently  with  God.'  To  the  class  of 
allegorical  int^preters  also  belong  F.  A.  Krummacher,  O.  Yon 
Gerkch,  Golz,  Hengstenbere,  Keil,  and  Kurtz.  Indeed  wherever 
the  dootnnal  interest  prevails,  scientific  exegesis  declines  in  pro- 
portion because  it  ia  overridden.  The  ffenuine  spirit  of  inter- 
pretetion  is  always  favourable  to  the  literal  sense.  For  the 
same  reason  Hofmann  and  DeUtzsch  have  recourse  to  the  typical. 
Though  they  do  not  recognize  the  validity  of  the  allegorical 
method,  they  are  too  much  led  by  doctrinal  prepossessions  to 

^  Bas  Hohelied  in  einer  noch  nnyenmchten  Beatnng. 

*  Das  Hohelied,  ein  CollectiT-gesang  auf  Serababel,  u.  a.  w. 

'  Das  hohe  lied  von  Salomo,  uebenetst  nnd  erklarty  il  a.  w. 
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embrace  the  literal,  and  are  therefore  fain  to  adopt  a  kindred 
mode  of  explanation. 

VI.  AxjTHOKSHip  AND  AGE. — The  title  ascribes  the  poem  to 
Solomon  as  its  author ;  and  this  has  always  been  the  prevailing 
opinion.  But  the  argument  of  the  book  refutes  it.  Surely  the 
lan^  would  not  have  written  a  censure  upon  himself.  He 
woiud  not  have  exposed  his  shame  in  so  public  a  manner.  That 
he  employed  all  his  artful  blandishments  to  seduce  an  innocent 
female  is  plainly  declared  ;  and  he  himself  would  not  have 
pourtrayed  such  a  fruitless  and  sinM  attempt.  Steadfast  purity 
triumphs  over  the  libertine  conduct  of  the  monarch  ;  and 
therefore  it  is  a  psychological  impossibility  that  he  could  have 
satirised  himself.  Besides,  the  way  in  which  David  is  men- 
tioned does  not  agree  well  with  the  idea  of  his  being  the  author's 
father :  "  Thy  neck  is  like  the  tower  of  David  bimded  for  an 
armoury/'  etc.  (iv.  4).  Solomon  is  also  spoken  of  as  if  he  had 
preceded  the  writer :  "  Solomon  had  a  vineyard  at  Baal-hamon  " 
(viii.  11).  The  title  is  no  proof  of  authorship;  because  those 
prefixed  to  the  psalms,  and  ofchers  in  the  prophetic  writing 
were  later  additions  and  are  often  incorrect.  Solomon  would 
hardly  have  prefixed  the  laudatory  inscription,  mast  excellent 
or  surpassing  song.  The  writer  oi  the  title  was  not  identical 
with  the  author  of  the  book,  for  he  puts  *^My  for  fij^  in  the 

work  itself.  Hence  it  is  the  title- writer  alone  who  ascribes  the 
book  to  Solomon.  There  is  no  passage  in  the  poem  intimating 
that  the  author  himself  wished  to  personate  Solomon.  When 
the  wisdom  and  poetical  ability  of  Solomon  became  famous  in 
Judea,  and  the  name  of  the  poet  himself  had  passed  into 
oblivion,  the  inscription  was  prefixed. 

Other  arguments  besides  the  title,  in  favour  of  Solomonic 
authorship,  are  neither  cogent  nor  satisfeK^tory.  They  are 
these  : — 

1.  The  numerous  names  of  plants  and  animals,  as  well  as 
other  productions  of  nature  which  the  poem  presents,  speak  in 
favour  of  a  poet  celebrated  for  the  wealth  of  his  natural  know- 
ledge. And  Solomon  was  renowned  for  his  acquaintance  with 
plants  and  animals:  ''he  spake  of  trees,  from  the  cedar  tree 
that  is  in  Lebanon  even  imto  the  hyssop  that  springeth  out  of 
the  wall :  he  spake  also  of  beasts,  and  of  fowl,  and  of  creeping 
things,  and  of  fishes.''  Thus  we  meet  with  nut,  aloe  tree,  cedar, 
cypress,  mandrakes,  meadow  saffiron,  el-henna,  frankincense, 
myrrh,  nard,  cinnamon,  lily ;  hind  of  the  field,  lions,  kids, 
panthers,  dove,  mare,  goat,  stag,  gazelle,  roe,  sheep,  fox,  turtle- 
dove.   Ivory,  marble,  sapphire  are  also  spoken  of. 

This  argument  is  inconclusive,  because  others  besides  Solomon 
may  have  known  the  things  specified.    An  observer  of  nature 
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acquainted  with  some  of  the  neighbouring  countrieSy  either  bj 
travel  or  intercourse  with  others,  could  not  have  been  ignorant 
of  them. 

2.  There  are  analogies  betwe^i  ProTerbs  and  the  Song,  which 
shew  identity  of  authorship  and  age.  Thus,  y.  6,  "  I  sought 
him,  but  I  could  not  find  him ;  I  eaUed  him,  but  he  gave  me  no 
answer,"  compared  with  Proverbs  i.  28,  "  Then  shall  they  call 
upon  me,  but  I  will  not  answer ;  they  shall  seek  me  early,  but 
they  shall  not  find  me."  Chap.  iv.  12,  ''A  garden  enclosed  is 
my  sister,  my  spouse;  a  spring  shut  up,  a  fountain  sealed," 
compared  with  v.  16,  etc.,  "  i)riM  waters  out  of  thine  own  cis- 
tern, and  running  waters  out  of  thine  own  well.  Let  thy 
fountains  be  dispersed  abroad,  and  rivers  of  water  in  the  streets. 
....  Let  thy  fountains  be  blessed,  etc."  Chap.  iv.  6,  "  Thy  two 
breasts  are  like  two  young  roes  that  are  twins,  which  feed  among 
the  lilies,"  comparea  with  Prov.  v.  19,  "  Let  her  be  as  the  living 
hind  and  pleasant  roe ;  let  her  breasts  satisfy  thee  at  all  times ; 
and  be  thou  ravished  always  with  her  love."  C^ap.  viii.  7, 
"  Many  waters  cannot  quencn  love,  neither  can  the  floods  drown 
it :  if  a  man  would  give  all  the  substance  of  his  house  for  love, 
it  would  utterly  be  contemned,"  compared  with  Prov.  vi.  31-35, 
"  He  shaU  give  all  the  substance  of  his  house  ...  He  will  not  re- 
gard any  ransom ;  neither  will  he  rest  content,  though  thou  givest 
many  gifts."  Chap.  v.  1,  ''I  have  eaten  my  honeycomb  with 
my  honey ;  I  have  drunk  my  wine  with  my  nulk,  etc.,"  com- 
pared with  Prov.  ix.  5,  "  Gome  eat  of  my  bread,  and  drink  of 
the  wine  which  I  have  mingled."  Chap.  iv.  11,  "Thy  lips,  O 
my  spouse,  drop  as  the  honeycomb ;  honey  and  milk  are  under 
thy  tongue,  etc.,"  compared  with  Prov.  xvi.  24,  "  Pleasant  words 
are  as  an  honeycomb,  sweet  to  the  soul,"  etc.  Chap.  i.  11,  "  We 
will  make  thee  borders  of  gold  with  studs  of  silver,"  compared 
with  Prov.  XXV.  11,  "  A  word  fitly  spoken  is  like  apples  of  gold 
in  pictures  of  silver."^ 

Analogies  of  diction  are,  *s|^jh^V2p  p^V.  i^^-  ^)  compared  with 

Prov.  i.  9,  '?|^0n|l'?3^  ^'p)Vr  i'Tflf}^  HJ^bn  n$3  (iv.  11) 
compared  with  Prov.  v.  3,  TT)}  ^^$1^  H)]^  iT^il.  P^p'^V^ 
(i.  2)  compared  with  Prov.  xxvii.  6.  ^7fJ  (vii.  2)  and  Prov. 
XXV.  12.  D^i^^O?  'ph  (vii.  10)  compared  with  Prov.  xxiii.  31, 
D*^^5  ^nnn . "  The  union  of  |to5j5  and  HlSl^W  "ifa  (iv.  14) 
compart  vriik  Prov.  vii.  17.' 

In  answer  to  these  observations  we  remark,  that  it  is  now 
impossible  to  separate  what  belongs  to  Solomon  in  the  book  of 

1  See  Henntenberg,  Bas  Hohelied  SalomoniB,  n.  b.  w.  pp.  234,  235. 

*  HaTemioVs  Einleitung,  1. 1.,  p.  214  et  aeqq. ;  KeU's  £inleitttiig,  p.  372. 
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Proverbs  from  the  parts  wHicli  are  not  His.  Earlier  and  later 
portions  cannot  be  minutely  distinguisbed.  A  passage  in  Pro* 
verbs  may  be  later  than  one  in  the  Song.  The  analogies  given 
appear  to  us  of  an  uncertain  nature.  The  closest  is  that  in 
iv.  11,  from  which  v.  3  is  borrowed.  Next  to  it  is  viii.  7,  in  its 
relation  to  Prov.  vi.  30,  31.  It  is  hard  to  say  which  of  these  is 
the  original.  The  rest  seem  to  be  accidental.  Or,  if  they 
belong  to  the  same  age,  who  shall  prove  that  it  was  Solomon's^ 
and  not  a  subsequent  one  P  Even  if  numerous  places  in  which 
contact  with  the  Proverbs  is  obvious  could  be  pointed  out,  the 
Solomonic  authorship  would  not  be  proved  by  that  means. 
What  is  necessary  to  establish  such  a  position,  is  the  imques- 
tionable  authorship  of  passages  in  the  Proverbs,  imitated  or 
copied  by  the  author  of  the  Song,  the  latter  shewing  that  he 
repeated  or  echoed  himself.  Slight  and  few  are  the  analogies 
between  the  two  books ;  not  sufficient  to  render  either  their  con- 
temi)orary  origin  or  identity  of  authorship  probable. 

Hengstenberg  also  quotes  in  favour  of  the  same  authorship 
references  to  the  Song  found  in  the  oldest  prophets,  particularly 
in  Hosea,  Joel,  Obadiah,  and  Isaiah.  That  is  inconclusive.  If 
these  prophets  do  cite  the  work,  all  that  the  fact  wordd  shew  is 
its  priority  of  composition.  But  none  of  them  can  be  truly  said 
to  refer  to  it,  except  Hosea  xiv.  6,  7,  compared  with  ii.  1 ;  iv.  11 ; 
also  V.  15;  ii.  3;  vi.  11,  compared  with  the  same;  and  Joel 
iii.  3,  |B^  m*Tl&P,  comp.  Song  iii.  6;  H^Sp,  i.  12;  comp.Song 
ii.  3 ;  vii.  9 ;  iv.  18,  comp.  Song  iv.  11,  15 ;  v.  1. 

3.  The  language  is  such  as  we  should  expect  from  the  Solo- 
monic age.  It  belongs  to  the  flourishing  period  of  the  Hebrew 
tongue.  Highly  poetical,  vigorous,  and  n^esh,  it  has  no  traces 
of  tixe  decay  which  manifested  itself  in  the  declining  period  of 
Israel  and  Judah.  All  the  Aramaean  colouring  it  has  can  be 
best  explained  on  other  grounds  than  comparative  lateness. 

This  argument  does  not  prove  that  Solomon  himself  wrote 
the  Song,  but  merely  shews  that  it  appeared  either  in  his  time, 
or  not  long  after.  We  have  already  seen  that  it  could  not  have 
been  written  while  he  was  alive;  and  therefore  the  language 
fixes  it  at  no  distant  date  subsequently. 

VII.  Time  and  Place. — ^In  determining  the  time  after  Solomon 
when  the  poem  was  written,  various  particulars  are  noticeable. 
Tirzah,  where  the  first  Israelite  kings  dwelt,  is  mentioned  before 
Jerusalem.  But  this  city  remained  the  head  of  the  kingdom  of 
Israel  only  till  Omri,  i,e,,  about  918  B.C.  Hence  the  book  was 
composed  before  that  time  (1  Kings  xvi.  23,  etc.).  It  was  also 
written  previously  to  the  event  spoken  of  in  1  Kings  xv.  20,  ue., 

3  Das  Hobclied  Salomonis  ausgele^  u.  b.  v.  p.  235. 
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before  the  tenth  year  of  Asa.    The  tower  of  David  had  still  a 

girrison  (iy.  4) ;  and  the  tower  of  Lebanon,  which  looked  towards 
amascns,  is  a  prominent  object  in  the  landscape  (vii.  4).  The 
descriptions  of  Solomon  himself  and  what  was  in  his  tune^  are 
fresh  and  life-like,  as  though  they  proceeded  from  one  not  far 
remoyed  from  the  scenes  themselyes.  Tradition  had  not  yet 
magnified  particulars,  as  it  did  at  a  later  period.  It  had  not 
run  throu^  phases  of  enlargement.  Thus  Solomon  had  only 
sixty  queens  and  eighty  concubines  (yi.  8) ;  whereas  in  1  Kings 
xi.  3,  they  had  been  magnified  into  seyen  hundred  wiyes  and 
three  hundred  concubines.  Thus  eyerything  points  to  a  date 
soon  after  Solomon.  Probably  about  the  middle  of  the  tenth 
century  B.C.  is  as  near  as  we  can  come  to  it.  fiitzig  cannot  be  yery 
far  from  the  truth  in  placing  it  from  twenty-fiye  to  thirty  years 
after  the  death  of  Solomon,  960-946  b.g.^  Weissbach  arriyes  at 
919-884  as  the  time  in  which  the  work  receiyed  its  present 
form,  chiefly  by  means  of  comparing  it  with  the  forty-fifth 
psalm,  which  he  supposes  to  haye  appeared  soon  after,  and  to 
naye  been  written  either  by  the  same  author,  or  by  one  who  had 
the  song  before  him.^  The  time  of  the  psalm  is  too  precarious 
a  thing  to  be  relied  upon.  It  may  haye  been  composed  soon 
after  Jehu  ascended  the  throne,  i.e.,  about  884  B.C.  The  coinci- 
dences between  it  and  the  Song  are  considerable  in  ideas,  and 
still  more  in  words.    This  resemblance  was  obseryed  eyen  hj 

the  author  of  the  title,  who  has  Hnn?  *1*?^  ^^  D^^JfTl  *1*^  j 

perhaps  also  U*yffKr7]i  from  ii.  1,  2;  y.  13. 

The  author  was  a  member  of  the  northern  kingdom.  To  Judah 
he  could  not  haye  belonged  on  account  of  the  subject.  There 
kings  sprung  from  Solomon  reigned ;  and  there  that  monarch 
was  held  in  great  estimation.  His  memory  was  cherished  and 
praised.  A  poet  liying  there  would  not  haye  yentured  to  put 
him  in  an  inferior  lisht.  On  the  contrary,  one  belonging  to 
the  kingdom  of  Israel  might  shew  how  the  blandishments  eyen 
of  such  a  monarch  could  not  corrupt  true  loye.  It  is  remarkable 
that  the  name  of  Jehoyah  is  absent  from  the  Song.  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  splendid  temple  with  its  numerous  priests 
and  imposing  ritual,  an  inhabitant  of  Jerusalem  could  scarcely 
haye  refrained  from  some  allusion  to  the  building.  The  writer 
repeatedly  mentions  Lebanon  (iy.  8),  and  places  in  the  northern 
kingdom  with  which  he  was  fEtmiliso?. 

The  Aramaean  complexion  of  the  language  has  often  been 
adduced  in  fayour  of  a  late  period,  a  Persian  or  post-exile  one. 
It  is  remarkable  how  many  haye  been  misled  in  this  way ;  not 

^  Bas  hohe  Lied  erUart,  Yorbemerbmgen,  pp.  10,  11. 
>  Das  hohe  lied  Salomo'B  erklaert,  n.  s.  w.  p,  53  et  seqq. 
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only  EicUiom,  Bertholdt,  TTmbreit,  EosenmuUer,  Kaiser,  Hart- 
maxm,  and  Herbst,  but  Koester  and  Magnus.  The  so-called 
Aramaeisms  are  explained  by  the  writer's  place  of  abode,  not  by 
the  amatory  character  of  the  fiction  which  attaches  itself  to  the 
language  of  ordinary  discourse  more  than  the  diction  of  lyrical 

or  prophetic  poetry.  The  constant  use  of  the  relative  ^^  and 
the  change  of  the  sibilant  letters  S^  and  )t  into  the  dentals  f\ 
t3,  Bs  nna  for  ^TS2  I  17  and  ip^  for  1X3  i.  6 ;  viii.  11,  12 
confirm  this.  The  uniform  insertion  of  the  yod  in  all  copies, 
in  the  orthography  of  the  name  David  n^H  for  TIT  which  is 
a  later  orthography,  is  found  in  Amos  (vi  5  ;  ix.  11)  and  Hosea 
(iii.  5),  who  prophesied  in  the  kingdom  of  Israel.  There  is  in 
short  no  word,  form,  or  expression  which  really  betrays  a  late 
and  degenerate  epoch  of  the  language.  As  well  might  the  song 
of  Deborah  be  brought  down  to  the  time  of  the  captivity  or 
later,  because  of  theprefix  V  occurring  in  it,  as  the  Canticles  be 
similarly  reduced,  lliat  relative  came  early  into  use  in  northern 
Palestine;  and  therefore  it  is  found  in  the  part  of  Judges  relating 
to  Gideon,  as  well  as  in  the  song  of  Deborah,  both  composed  in 
that  part  of  the  country.  We  are  aware  of  Magnus's  acute 
remarks  in  opposition  to  this  explanation  of  the  langutlge  by  the 
locality,^  but  are  unable  to  assent  to  his  conclusion  any  more 
than  to  Gesenius's  opinion  of  the  late  date  as  shewn  by  the 
character  of  the  diction.^ 

After  these  observations  it  is  unnecessary  to  allude  to  the  argu- 
ments of  such  as  bring  down  the  date  till  the  captivity  or  after. 
The  Aramaean  colouring  of  the  language  is  otherwise  ex- 
plaiQed ;  and  neither  UD&  (iv*  13),  which  is  of  Eastern  Asiatic 
origin,  nor  |V*1$M  (iii.  9),  which  is  not  taken  from  the  Greek 
<f)op€iov,  but  from  rT^§)  (^/>®)>  shews  that  the  Song  was  written 
in  the  Persian  or  Grreek  dynasty.  There  is  no  doubt  that  former 
critics,  as  Eichhom,  Bertholdt,  S/OsenmuUer,  Kaiser,  Hartmann, 
Koester,  and  Magnus  erred  in  their  estimate  of  the  time  when 
the  work  originated,  because  they  relied  too  much  on  the 
Aramaeising  complexion  of  the  language,  overlooking  the  entire 
genius  of  it,  which  is  natural,  full,  roimd,  easy,  and  light  in  its 
movement,  spirited  and  original.  Without  imitation,  artificial 
stiffiiess,  or  the  feeble  difiuseness  of  decay,  it  is  masterly  and 
appropriate.  The  poem  breathes  a  clear  freshness  and  repose 
throughout;  while  the  diction  corresponds  to  the  key-note  of  the 
whole,  without  lagging  or  overlading. 

VIII.  Form  of  the  Work. — ^The  form  of  the  work  has  been 
variously  described.   That  it  has  something  dramatic  is  apparent. 

^  Bearbeitimg  nnd  Erklanmg  des  H.  L.  p.  43. 
'  Geschichte  der  Hebr.  Bpnwhe  nnd  Sduift,  p.  26. 
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Hence  Bossaet,  followed  by  Lowth,^  supposes  it  to  be  an  epiiha- 
lamium  or  nuptial  dialo^e,  divided  into  seven  parts  correspond- 
ing to  the  seven  da^s  of  the  feast  celebrated  on  such  occasions. 
The  last  day  is  distinguished  as  the  sabbath,  on  which  the  bride- 
groom does  not  go  lorth  as  usual  to  his  rural  occupation^  but 
proceeds  from  the  marriage  chamber  into  public  with  his  bride 
(viii.  4-14).  According  to  this  view  it  is  not  a  proper  drama» 
but  belongs  to  that  inferior  species  of  drama  characterised  by 
dialogue,  in  which  the  conversation  is  carried  on  by  the  persons 
themselves  without  the  intervention  of  the  poet;  like  the  eclogues 
of  Theocritus  and  Virgil.  It  approaches,  however,  the  Greek 
drama  in  having  a  chorus  of  virgins  corresponding  to  the  tragic 
chorus  of  the  ureeks.  But  the  poem  cannot  be  regarded  as  a 
regular  drama..  It  does  not  contain  an  entire  plot  or  action  in 
which  the  connected  incidents  proceed  regumrly  from  one 
another  to  a  perfect  conclusion.  There  are  not  proper  acts, 
though  Ewald  distinguishes  five  of  them,  as  in  the  Greek  drama. 
He  resorts  .to  transposition  for  the  purpose.*  Nor  are  there  thir- 
teen scenes  as  Staudlin^  makes  out,  which  Ewald  ccmverts  into 
so  many  sections.  There  is  no  regular  development.  Passages 
like  those  in  iv.  1,  etc. ;  v.  10-16 ;  vii.  2,  etc.,  belong  to  descnp-. 
tive  poetry ;  while  others  resemble  the  idyU,  as  vii.  ld-14 ;  ii.  11 
etc. ;  and  ii.  8-17  is  essentially  lyric.  Chap.  viii.  6,  7,  is  both 
^ric  and  didactic.  These  considerations  justify  the  opinion  of 
Lowih,  who  affirms  that  it  cannot,  on  any  fair  grounds,  be 
accounted  a  regular  drama. 

To  say  with  Bossuet  that  it  is  an  epithaliamium  or  nuptial 
dialogue,  in  which  the  principal  characters  arQ  Solomon  himself 
and  his  bride,  who  are  represented  speaking  both  in  dialogue, 
and  in  soliloquy  when  accidentally  separated,  appears  to  us  as 
incorrect  as  to  call  it  a  drama.  Not  can  we  hold  with  Sir  Wil- 
liam Jones^  and  Mason  Good,^  that  it  is  a  collection  of  idylls, 
forming  one  whole.  The  poetiy  is  of  the  pastoral  kind,  because 
the  principal  personages  are  represented  in  the  character  of 
shepherds.  Hoelemann'ig  phrase  comes  nearest  the  true  charac- 
ter of  the  work,  viz.,  a  dramatic  idyll.  This  is  better  than 
Lowth's  sacred  pastoral  drama. 

The  song  is  a  poem  of  love,  in  which  certain  persons  are  in- 
troduced &r  the  purpose  of  setting  forth  the  constancy  and 
fidelity  of  the  pure  passion  existing  between  the  sexes.  The  prin- 
cipal characters  speak  and  act  according  to  their  situation,  with 
all  the  fervour  of  Oriental  manners.    The  scope  and  design  are 

1  De  Sacra  poesi  Hebraeomm  praelectionet  Aoademioad,  xxx.  xxxi. 

s  Jahrbuch,  1849,  p.  49.  >  In  Panlna'a  HemorabiUa  2, 

*  PoesoB  Amaticae  Gommentarii,  cap.  iiL,  works,  toI.  yi.  p.  71,  Syo.  ed. 

*  Song  of  Songs,  or  Sacred  IdyUs,  translated  from  the  Hebrew  with  notes ;  preftce, 

VOL.  n.  9T 
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to  depict  the  heroism  of  wedded  loye  iu  humble  life.  The  Tirtue 
of  faithful  affection  tried  by  a  severe  test  is  commended.  An 
iimocent  shepherdess,  true  to  her  bridal  lover,  resists  the  flat- 
teries of  the  greatest  monarch,  and  is  sent  to  her  home  un- 
scathed. Thus  while  the  happiness  and  constancy  of  nuptial 
love  are  strongly  painted,  polygamy  is  indirectly  censured.  Im- 
pure affection  is  discourag^;  and  steadfast  chastity  held  forth  as 
a  pattern  by  shewing  its  successful  issue.  Virtue  triumphs  over 
vice.  Though  glances  are  afforded  us  of  the  voluptuous  plea- 
sures of  the  harem,  it  is  forsaken  by  innocence.  Who  shall  say 
that  the  chaste  affections  implanted  bv  the  Deity  in  the  human 
heart,  and  on  which  much  of  human  happiness  depends,  is  un- 
worthy of  a  muse  divinely  inspired  ?  Does  it  not  deserve  to  be 
celebrated  as  a  subject  of  gratitude  to  the  great  Author  of  hap- 

finess  P  The  interests  of  morality  are  bound  up  with  religion. 
B  it  not  then  conducive  to  the  spread  and  maintenance  of  reli- 
gion to  recommend  such  a  pattern  of  purity  to  mankind  as  they 
are  only  too  averse  to  follow  in  a  luxurious  age  P  Because  the 
poem  is  fraught  with  moral  instruction  it  is  fully  entitled  to  the 
honour  of  belonging  to  sacred  scripture. 

So  far  from  "  consistently  lamenting  the  presence  of  such  a 
book  in  the  Bible,''  as  Kitto  erroneously  affirms  of  those  who 
regard  it  as  a  song  of  human  affection,  we  hold  it  to  be  rightly 
in  the  sacred  volume.  It  is  worthy  of  the  place  it  occupies,  just 
because  it  treats  of  virtuous  love.  We  admit  that  the  ideal  of 
love  derives  its  chief  force,  as  represented  in  the  poem,  from  the 
impression  made  by  corporeal  beauty  not  spiritual  or  moral 
qualities ;  but  this  is  no  defect  in  a  Hebrew  poet.  It  is  rather 
in  harmony  with  the  diBpensation  and  race  to  which  he  belonged. 
In  a  christian  point  of  view  the  deficiency  is  apparent.  A  great 
advance  has  been  made  since  the  introduction  of  our  better 
svstem,  in  the  views  entertained  of  love  between  the  sexes; 
oniefly  in  consequence  of  monogamy  being  strictly  enjoined. 
Under  the  Old  Testament  it  was  not  considered  disgraceful  for 
a  woman  to  yield  herself  up  to  the  love  of  a  king.  The  con- 
duct of  Esther  and  many  other  virgins  in  relation  to  the  Persian 
king,  is  narrated  as  an  unobjectionable  thing ;  and  the  book  of 
Buth  shews  the  kind  of  feelings  which  were  justified  by  the 
family  tie.  If  such  be  the  spirit  of  the  Jewish  dispensation, 
the  author  of  the  Song  was  a  man  in  some  respects  before  his 
time;  because  his  standard  of  purity  was  higher  than  most. 
Whether  it  had  a  historical  basis  is  uncertain.  The  main  cir- 
cumstances may  have  occurred.  The  royal  successor  of  David  may 
have  got  a  beautiful  shepherdess  into  his  power,  and  tried  all  his 
seductive  arts  upon  her  unsuccessfully,  because  she  was  attached 
to  a  bridegroom  shepherd,   who  on  lus  part  was  as  firmly 
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tmited  to  her.  TTnflincIiing  in  her  virtue  dhe  may  hare  been 
delivered  from  the  monarch's  court,  and  hastened  away  to  her 
husband.  An  incident  of  this  kind,  handed  down  by  tradition^ 
may  have  become  the  foundation  of  the  poem.  Tet  we  believe 
that  the  story  is  fictttiam.  Whoever  the  poet  was,  he  was 
actuated  by  no  favourable  feeling  towards  Solomon.  He  holds 
him  up  to  view  in  no  enviable  light ;  shewing  a  degree  of  politi- 
cal freedom  which  a  Jew  of  the  southern  kingdom  would 
scarcely  have  done.  But  as  he  belonged  to  Ephraim,  which  was 
separated  from  Judah,  he  could  easily  do  so  with  immunity. 
On  the  contrary,  Ruth  was  written  to  do  honour  to  the  house  of 
David.  There  we  see  the  opposite  feeling  expressed ;  and  infer 
that  the  writer  himself  belonged  to  Jucbh.  Impurity  in  the 
person  of  Solomon  had  reached  an  imposing  height.  Amid 
the  corruption  of  courts  virtuous  love  was  fast  disappearing. 
Kings  discouraged  it  by  their  conduct;  generals  and  nobles 
were  indifferent  to  its  claims.  A  poet  of  the  people  appears 
to  express  the  feeling  of  many  humble  Jews,  who,  living  amid 
the  innocent  occupations  of  rural  life,  were  not  dazzled  by  royal 
splendour  into  suppression  of  their  higher  instincts. 

Every  writing  inspired  by  Ood  is  also  profitable  for  doctrine, 
for  reproof,  for  correction,  for  instruction  in  righteousness ;  that 
the  man  of  God  may  be  perfect,  throughlv  fumished  unto  all 
good  works.  Such  is  the  statement  ot  ]^aul.  The  Song  of 
Solomon  may  justly  claim  to  be  profitable  for  reproof  and  cor- 
rection, even  amid  the  light  of  Christianity*  Much  more  so 
must  it  have  been  under  Judaism  with  its  imperfect  morality. 

IX.  Unity. — Though  the  older  interpreters  generally  recog- 
nised an  unity  in  the  Song,  Bichard  Simon  could  perceive 
nothing  but  fragments  or  pieces  by  different  authors.  Herder 
looked  upon  if  as  composed  of  love  songs  loosely  connected^ 
without  a  predominant  idea  controlling  the  whole  and  shewing 
a  higher  plan.  Yet  he  did  not  entirely  deny  the  existence  of  a 
fine,  invisible  thread.  De  Wette  appears  to  have  followed 
Herder  in  this  opinion.  Dr.  Good  and  Sir  William  Jones  also 
think  that  there  is  no  close  unity ;  believing,  as  they  do,  that  a 
number  of  erotic  idylls  make  up  the  poem.  The  Americans, 
Palfrey  and  Noyes,  take  the  same  view.  Doepke  and  Magnus, 
the  latter  in  particular  (who  makes  twenty  pieces,  complete  and 
fragmentary),  have  carried  this  opinion  to  an  extreme  length. 
Among  those  who  strove  to  find  a  proper  unity  in  the  poem  may 
be  mentioned  Jacobi,  Mendelssohn,  and  Ammon.  The  commen- 
tary of  Ewald  (1826)  was  an  epoch-making  one,  both  in  rela- 
tion to  the  unity  and  interpretation  of  the  poem.  Accord- 
ingly Hirzel,  Meier,  Friederich,  Heiligstedt,  Hitzig,  Ginsburg, 
Keil,   Hengstenberg,    and  others  have  admitted   its  internal 
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i^iity.  In  faYour  of  it  we  mention  the  following  oonsideifa- 
tions : — 

1.  The  inscription  Song  of  Songs,  referring  to  the  whole  as 
one  poem. 

2.  YarlouB  recurring  formulas  appear,  such  as  the  triple  adju- 
ration of  the  daughters  of  Jerusalem  not  to  awaken  the  beloved 
one,  ii.  7 ;  iii  6 ;  yiii.  4,  the  analogous  formulas,  ii.  17 ;  viii.  14 ; 
iv.  6  and  ii.  16,  compared  with  vi.  3. 

3.  The  same  persons  appear  throughout  in  the  same  relations, 
the  beloved  maiden,  her  shepherd  lover,  Solomon,  the  daughters 
of  Jerusalem,  the  maiden's  brothers,  etc. ;  and  where  they  are 
described  it  is  by  the  same  phrases.     Thus  the  shepherd  lover  is 

termed  H^  and  ^B^53  Hi^nKB^'  i.  13,  14,  16 ;  ii.  3,  8-10,  16, 
17;  iv.  16;  v.  2-6,  8,  10,  16;  vi.  2,  3,  7,  10-12,  14;  viii.  14; 
and  i.  7 ;  iii.  1-4.  The  spouse  is  H^J  iv.  8,  11 ;  or  H^J  ^JJ'lfe^j 
or  ^r)^\  *JlJJ)n  il.  10,  13,  comp.  v.  2,  vi.  9 ;  or  D*B^33  H^b 
i.  8 ;  V.  9 ;  vi.  1. 

4.  A  number  of  statements  are  repeated  which  did  not  origi- 
nate in  imitation  ;  comp.  iv.  1  and  v.  12  with  i.  15 ;  v.  8  with 
ii.  6 ;  viii.  3  with  ii.  6. 

5.  A  number  of  characteristic  expressions  and  images  are 

•found  in  all  parts  of  the  poem,  as  '131  HNT  ^0  i^*  6 ;  vi.  10 ;  viii.  5. 
D*^e^B^3  njhn  ii.  16 ;  iv.  5 ;  vi.  3,  etc.     n*3V  ^??WJ?  D^T^St 

iv.  6 ;  vii.  3.  U'h^'O  "^  ii-  9.  17 ;  Tiii.  14.  S^  prefixed, 
i.  6;  iii.  7;  viii.  12.  ''tyiTi  *•  9,  etc.,  which  occurs  elsewhere 
only  in  Judg.  xi.  37.  •^^i^D  ii.  13,  15  ;  vii.  13.  *l£)b  cypress, 
i.  14;  iv.  13. 

6.  A  comparison  of  the  two  sections,  iii.  1-5  and  v.  2-8,  both 
in  their  similarity  and  diversity,  also  favours  the  unity. 

7.  The  same  colouring  of  language  distinguishes  the  poem 
throughout,  such  as  ^  regularly  for  ^K,  which  occurs  in 
such  frequency  only  in  the  Lamentations  of  Jeremiah. 

Thus  the  imity  of  the  poem  is  well  attested  by  similarity  of 
subject,  scope,  repetitions  of  sentiments  not  containing  imita- 
tions, phrases,  figures,  and  words  throughout,  characteristic  of  the 
same  author.  It  is  imnecessary  to  shew  that  the  concluding  verses, 
viii.  8-14,  are  authentic,  in  opposition  to  Herder  and  umbreit. 
The  hind  of  unity,  however,  may  be  readily  misapprehended. 
The  poet  representing  an  imaginary  scene  and  not  writing  a 
drama,  has  been  indifferent  to  localities  and  times.  Hence 
scarcely  any  progress  is  observable.  The  development  is  almost 
the  same  tnroughout.  He  had  one  leading  idea  and  no  plot. 
He  sings  his  song  of  love,  heedless  of  regular  succession  and 
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artistic  progress.     This  is  the  reason  why  the  poem  has  the 
appearance  of  being  made  up  of  a  number  of  little  odes  loosely 
strung  together.     Speakers,  places,  and  times  are  not  distin- 
guished.   We  are  therefore  left  to  conjecture  in  many  cases;  and 
are  in  danger  of  introducing  closer  unity  into  it  than  the  writer 
himself  dreamt  of.     The  very  first  time  the  shepherd  speaks,  his 
introduction  is  abrupt.     It  would  almost  seem  as  if  the  author 
wrote  little  pieces,  and  put  them  together  afterwards.    At  all 
eyents,  he  does  not  construct  the  whole  with  regard  to  the 
proper  succession,  of  time.     Thus  vi.  11-vii.  9  refers  to  the  time 
when  the  Shulamite  was  first  seen  by  Solomon  in  her  native  dis- 
trict, before  she  was  taken  to  Jerusalem.     At  the  commence- 
ment the  locality  is  rather  uncertain,  some  supposing  the  scene 
to  occur  in  the  harem  at  Jerusalem,  others  at'  the  royal  payilion 
in  the  country.     The  latter  is  fayoured  by  the  fifth  and  sixth 
verses.    There  is  thus  ground  for  the  assertion  of  those  who  deny 
coherence  and  strict  unity  in  the  Song.     It  was  not  the  author^ 
object  to  follow  the  just  order  of  events.     On  the  contrary,  he 
pursued  the  one  thing  through  several  little  poems,  the  love  of  a 
country  maiden   for  her  shepherd-bridegroom,  and  Solomon's 
multiplied  blandishments  to  tempt  her.     Hence  we  do  not  agree 
with  such  as  find  out  a  fine  thread  of  connection  between  all  the 
parts  so  that  progress  may  appear  in  the  plot,  with  times  and 
places  corresponding.     There  are  both  unity  and  disunion ;  the 
one  not  tantamount  to  strict  coherence,  the  other  not  to  dis- 
memberment.    Into  the  one  extreme  have  fallen  such  critics  as 
Ewald,  Meier,  Oinsburg,  etc.;  into  the  other,  Palfrey,  Noyes, 
and  especially  Magnus,  who  finds  a  great  number  of  pieces 
written  by  different  persons.    As  an  example  of  the  close  con- 
nection put  into  the  poem,  we  may  instance  the  manner  of 
linking  ii.  8  to  the  preceding.     The  ill  treatment  the  Shulamite 
had  received  from  her  bromers  being  mentioned  in  i.  6,  she 
now  relates  the  cause  of  it.     It  is  supposed  that  tlus  narrative 
forms  the  connecting  link  between  ii.   8  and  the  preceding 
section  i.-ii.  7,  gradually  acquainting  us  with  her  history.     Here 
is  ingenuity  on  the  part  of  modem  critics.     As  an  example 
of  dismemberment,  we  take  iii.  6-y.  1,  which  is  supposed  Dy 
some  to  celebrate  Solomon's  espousals  to  one  of  the  daughters 
of  Jerusalem.     But  that  separates  the  piece  firom  all  the  rest, 
where  the  fidelity  of  love  is  the  theme. 


PROPHECY. 


I.  Profhkis  qbnerally. — Speaking  generally,  prophets  may 
be  described  as  persoiis  who  perceive  me  will  and  counsel  of 
God  respecting  the  destinies  of  men,  in  any  way  and  by  any  signs 
whatever.  Nor  do  they  merely  apprehend  His  will ;  they  explain 
and  announce  it.  Such  is  the  broad  generic  meaning  of  the  term 
prophet  In  a  more  limited  sense,  we  call  those  prophets  who 
are  confidants  of  God ;  to  whom  he  has  revealed  Himself  that 
they  may  commimicate  His  will  to  mankind.  They  are  thus 
messengers  or  heralds, — ^persons  who  speak  on  God's  behalf. 
Prophecy,  accordingly,  has  two  sides  or  aspects.  Its  operation 
appears  m  a  twofold  manner.  The  one  side  relates  to  the  Deity. 
This  is  the  inner  side,  or  the  way  in  which  the  prophets  appre- 
hend the  will  of  God,  and  the  state  of  soul  into  which  they  'kte 
put  in  consequence.  The  other  side  is  the  outward  direction  or 
tendency.  This  includes  the  mode  in  which  they  announce  what 
has  been  revealed  to  them,  the  method  of  their  ministry,  and 
their  position  among  men. 

II.  Prophecy  generally. — Let  us  consider  prophecy  as  a 
public  institution ;  and  its  religious  conditions. 

Prophecy,  or  something  analo^us  to  it,  is  found  in  the  re- 
ligion of  almost  all  nations  ancient  and  modem.  We  must 
remember,  however,  that  it  exists  only  as  long  as  religion  stands 
on  its  proper,  original  basis.  While  it  is  a  ming  of  feeling,  or 
in  other  words  has  its  foundation  in  the  heart  not  the  head, 
it  occupies  its  true  element.  As  long  as  consciousness  is  an 
immediate  and  living  principle — God  being  regarded  as  a  living, 
active  Spirit  not  a  mere  idea,  and  man  as  standing  in  living 
commumon^with  him — religion  keeps  its  own  place.  With  such 
a  basis,  it  presents  two  aspects.  It  is  the  feeling  of  uncon- 
ditional dependence  on  God  as  a  higher  Power, — a  Power  whom 
man  feels  to  be  operative  both  in  his  destiny  and  heart,  meeting 
and  guiding  him  in  all  the  events  of  life.    In  its  other  aspect 
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religion  ia  Icmging  after  Qoi  as  the  highest  good,  produced  hj 
such  a  feeling.  It  ifl  the  striving  to  please  and  serve  him  as 
well  as  to  procure  his  fayour ;  and  if  that  favour  have  been  lost, 
to  become  reconciled  to  him.  In  a  word,  it  is  a  craving  of  the 
Boul  to  have  and  possess  such  a  Deity.  The  former  is  faith; 
the  latter,  worship.  One  is  so*  to  speak,  the  passive,  the  other, 
the  active  side  of  communion  with  the  Supreme.  Hence  religion 
is  living  communion  with  God,  includmg  faith  and  trorship. 
When  faith  is  a  genuine  principle,  feelmg  Gk)d  living  and 

g>tential  within,  it  includes  a  double  conviction,  viz.,  that  the 
eity  knows  events  in  nature  as  well  as  in  human  life ;  because 
notlung  takes  place  without  His  notice  and  will ;  because  He  acts 
with  consciousness,  not  as  a  blind  power ;  and  because  He  knows 
beforehand  whatever  comes  to  pass,  since  it  proceeds  from  His 
own  free  will  and  counseL  There  is  also  the  conviction  that  He 
has  not  left  His  purposes  unknown  to  men ;  but  has  revealed 
Himself,  with  the  object  of  leading  them  to  Him.  Hence  right 
faith  implies  belief  in  Oo(Fs  retelation  as  the  source  of  all  know- 
ledge of  divine  things.  Now  prophecy  in  ^;eneral  consists  in 
laying  hold  of  such  revelation ;  m  understandmg  and  explaining 
it.  It  is  nothing  else  than  an  unfolding  of  the  divme  wiU 
revealed.  AU,  however,  are  not  capable  of  such  a  function. 
Bin  has  separated  between  God  and  man.  The  present  condition 
of  humamty  is  not  only  imperfect  but  deteriorated.  A  higher 
endowment,  is  needed  to  qualify  individuals  for  the  work  in 
question.  Only  a  few  are  constitutionally  predisposed  to  it, — 
men  chosen  by  God,  to  whom  He  reveals  himself  more  intimately, 
that  they  may  be  instruments  of  making  His  will  known  to 
others.  Such  are  mediators  of  the  divine  communications,  coming 
between  God  and  man  to  bring  them  into  union.  They  are 
prophets  in  the  more  limited  sense  of  the  term. 

Having  thus  alluded  to  faith  as  one  element  of  religion,  we 
must  glance  at  the  practical  side,  or  worship.  Here  there  is 
intercourse  with  God.  Man  comes  to  him  in  a  childlike  spirit ; 
as  was  the  case  in  a  state  of  innocence.  Such  access  to  the 
Supreme  Being  shews  itself  in  action  by  offerings  of  love  and 
thankfulness.  But  it  is  now  obstructed  or  made  difficult  by  the 
feeling  of  sin.  An  evil  conscience  frightens  the  sinner,  holding 
him  &ck  from  a  trusting  approach  to  his  Heavenly  Father. 
Hence  access  to  God  is  effected  by  the  mediation  of  holy  persons, 
or  priests.  The  relation  between  the  two  classes  of  mediators  is, 
that  prophets  stand  on  the  way  which  brings  GKxl  near  to 
humanity;  priests,  on  the  way  that  leads  humanity  to  God. 
The  former  nave  to  do  with  the  divine  revelations,  adapting 
them  as  it  were  to  the  apprehension  of  men ;  the  latter  with  the 
service  of  their  fellow  men  to  God.    These  intermediates  have 
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their  function  and  significance  only  so  long  as  religion  contiaues 
to  be  a  living  intercourse  with  God.  nnile  access  to  him  ib 
still  free,  their  function  remains.  But  as  soon  as  the  sum  of  the 
impressions  received  from  God  is  gradually  put  together  into  a 
ckar  conception  of  the  understanding,  and  loses  its  power ;  when 
the  God^consciousness  ascends  from  the  heart  to  the  head,  and 
feeling  is  converted  into  scientific  knowledge ;  as  life  cools  down 
and  heat  becomes  light,  so  that  a  dead  knowledge  takes  posses- 
sion of  the  mind,  prophecy  comes  to  an  end.  For  civilisation 
brings  with  it  head-religion.  And  when .  prophets  cease,  the 
priesthood  attains  to  great,  unhappily  to  injurious,  power. 

Prophecy  difiers  according  to  its  objects  and  modes  of 
mediation.  These  again  depend  on  man's  culture  and  develop- 
ment.  Two  stages  of  it  in  particular  may  be  perceived.  The 
lowest  is  that  in  which  man,  wishing  omj  for  sensuous  good 
and  fearing  sensuous  evil,  brings  his  offerings  accordingly. 
Here  he  asks  counsel  of  God  merely  in  relation  to  undertsJdngs 
belonging  to  the  immediate  future.  The  higher  stage  is  that 
in  which  God  has  become  a  moral  power  to  men — ^the  judge  or 
moral  governor  of  the  world — and  their  life  is  intimately  united 
with  the  moral  order  pervading  that  world.  In  this  case  man  is 
able  to  ask  the  Supreme  for  lignt  respecting  his  proper  position 
as  a  being  of  action  and  aspiration.  And  not  only  is  he  fit  for 
such  striving ;  he  is  also  inclined  to  the  right  and  true.  Till  he 
rise  to  the  proper  idea  of  humanity  and  put  God's  providence 
in  connexion  with  it,  he  will  not  seek  after  or  perceive  the  all- 
embracing  plan  of  the  world :  neither  will  revelation  contain  for 
him  universal  religious  truths  and  prpduce  a  theology.  Such 
are  the  objects  determining  the  means  of  prophecy.  In  its 
lowest  grade  there  are  divine  operations  in  nature,  portents  and 
prodigies,  auguries  and  omens,  which  were  believed  in  ancient 
times  to  precede  events  and  to  indicate  the  will  of  God.  But  such 
signs  were  only  connected  with  certain  localities.  Nothing  but 
outward  and  practical  questions  could  be  solved  by  them.  In 
the  higher  stage,  divine  communications  may  be  made  to  the 
human  spirit  in  a  symbolical  mode,  in  the  feelings,  in  dreams 
and  ecstasies,  or  in  a  state  of  calm  consciousness.  And  just  as 
in  the  case  of  the  lower  stage  these  communications  may  either 
be  connected  with  definite  places  (as  the  oracle  at  Delphi) 
by  whose  nature  they  are  conditioned ;  or  they  are  a  free  per- 
sonal privilege,  an  endowment  imparted  to  particular  men, 
classes,  or  families.  This  revelation  is  artificial  in  the  one  case  ; 
in  the  other  it  is  in9piration.  It  is  artificial  prophecy,  artistic 
soothsaying,  and  such  like  ;  or  arevyo^,  inartificialy  according  as 
it  is  derived  from  nature  or  man  himself.  .  The  explanation  of 
both  is  ipfi/qvela,  interpretation.    Such  interpretation  is  sometimes 
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united  with  inspiration  in  the  same  person,  as  in  the  case  of 
Joseph  and  Bcdaam  (Gen.  xl.,  xli. ;  Num.  xxiii.,  xxiv.). 

Like  revelation,  inspiration  has  a  more  restricted  and  a  freer 
range.  This  diversity  depends  on  the  relation  of  the  two 
factors  or  acting  powers  in  the  soul.  In  all  states  of  mind,  the 
two  chief  factors  are  feeling  and  understanding.  The  former  is 
a  condition  of  excitement,  the  latter  of  clear  consciousness. 
The  one  arises  from  the  subject  being  fiUed  and  hurried  along ; 
the  other  from  the  subject  directing  and  regulatii^  the  impres- 
sion received,  while  reflecting  it.  Either  emotion  or  intellect 
has  the  mastery  of  the  soul.  Besides  the  two  there  is  an  inter- 
mediate state,  that  of  animation,  when  spiritual  contemplation 
is  awakened.  The  soul  is  then  between  feeling  and  reflection. 
This  condition  is'  the  diagonal  of  the  two  others — ^the  middle 
line,  as  it  were,  between  rest  and  motion,  and  mav  be  termed 
vibration.  It  is  to  this  that  prophetic  inspiration  belongs. 
Bicligious  ideas  call  it  forth,  such  as  the  idea  of  God  as  the 
highest  good ;  a^d  of  divine  things  allied  to  man's  higher  nature. 
Of  cburse  feeling  is  a  main  factor  in  this  condition,  as  most 
appellations  appUed  to  it  attest.  All  include  the  idea  of  great 
power  brought  to  bear  upon  man.  It  is  said,  for  example,  that 
the  spirit  of  God  lifts  up,  takes  a\oay,  drives,  pushes,  fills,  draws 
in,  the  subject  of  its  influence.  The  hand  of  God  grasps  him 
(Jer.  x^.  7  ;  Ezek.  iiL  14)  in  Greek  Xa/i/3av6<rda«,  ^peada*. 
Both  factors  are  seldom  of  equal  power.  One  or  other  is  4nore 
potential.  JEither  feeling  or  «ptnV  prevails ;  power  of  inspiration  "" 
or  clearness  of  idea,  giving  rise  to  the  principal  degrees  of  pro- 
phecy. There  is  first  a  lower  stage,  when  feeling  is  wholly 
overpowered  by  the  divine  influence,  the  person's  own  life  and 
self-consciousness  being  so  pressed  down  that  there  is  no  counter 
operation  of  the  understanding.  In  this  condition  he  is  pos- 
sessed (icar^CTOt),  is  put  out  of  himself  as  it  were  (i^urraTai), 
and  quite  carried  away  to  the  object  which  holds  and  almost 
absorbs  him.  This  is  called  rapt,  when  the  state  is  momen- 
tary, or  ecstasy  in  a  more  confined  sense.  Here  again  there  is  a 
good  and  bad  form.  One  may  be  rapt  or  transported  either  to  his 
advancement  in  the  divine  life,  or  to  the  injury  of  his  mental 
powers.  The  expression  deranged  is  employed  when  the  state  is 
permanent,  or  when  the  spirit  does  not  return  to  its  usual  con- 
dition. Philo  says  :  *'  As  long  as  the  understanding  still  gives 
light  about  us,  pouring  out  as  it  were  a  noonday  of  splendour 
into  the  whole  soul,  we  are  not  possessed,  because  we  are  still  in 
our  senses ;  but  when  this  light  verges  towards  its  decline,  a 
divine  ecstasy  naturally  falls  upon  us,  and  a  prophetic  furor. 
For  when  the  divine  light  begins  to  shine,  the  human  sets ;  and 
when   again  the  former   sets,  this  springs  forth  and  rises. 


426  raopuBCT. 

Which  is  wont  to  happen  to  the  prophetic  order.  For  the 
understanding  in  ns  takes  its  departure  at  the  arrival  of  the 
divine  Spirit ;  and  on  the  withdrawal  of  the  latter,  the  former 
enters  in  again  to  take  up  its  abode ;  since  it  is  not  fitting  that 
the  divine  and  human  should  dwell  toother/' ^  Similarly^and 
still  more  at  length,  are  the  expressions  of  Cicero:*  ''When 
therefore  the  mind  has  been  called  away  by  sleep  from  the 
fellowship  and  contact  of  the  body,  it  remembers  the  pcust, 
perceives  the  present,  foresees  the  future.  For  the  body  or  one 
asleep  lies  as  if  it  were  dead ;  while,  on  the  contrary,  the  soul  is 
alive  and  vigorous,  which  it  will  be  much  more  after  death, 
when  it  has  left  the  body  altogether.  Hence  it  is  much  diviner 
at  the  approach  of  death.^'  And  soon  after :  ''  There  is  there- 
fore in  souls  a  foreboding  infused  from  without  and  shut  up 
divinely.  When  it  bums  forth  more  vigorously,  it  is  termed 
furor,  the  soul  torn  away  from  the  body  being  agitated  by  a 
divine  instinct.'^  So  also  in  another  place :  ''  Souls  awake  serve 
the  necessities  of  life,  and  separate  themselves  from  divine  com- 
munion, being  hindered  by  the  bondage  of  the  body."  In  the 
same  chapter  he  says :  ''  Nor  does  the  soul  of  man  ever  divine 
naturally,  unless  when  it  is  so  disengaged  and  at  liberty  as  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  body,  a  thin^  that  takes  place  either 
in  prophets  or  persons  asleep."  The  result  of  such  divine  impul- 
sion is,  that  man  loses  the  use  of  his  powers  and  is  fast  bound 
(Num.  xxiv.  4,  16  ;•  1  Sam.  xix.  23,  24^.  The  possessed  party 
either  lies  in  a  state  of  sleep  (compare  the  eubatio  in  the  temples 
of  antiquity),  which  is  called  magnetic  sleep ;  or  he  is  shaken  by 
convulsions.  Hence  an  epileptic  person  is  treated  as  holy  in  the 
East.  He  is  sacer,  sacred.  The  name  applied  t9  this  condition 
is  fialv€<r0aA,  to  be  mad,  fi6vri>^ ;  in  Hebrew,  y|B^D  (1  Sam.  xxi. 
16 ;  Deut.  zxviii.,  34).  The  condition  is  strange  to  us  at  the 
present  day.  But  we  should  think  of  ancient  times  and  oriental 
characteristics  when  feeling  was  predominant.  Now  self-con- 
sciousness has  too  great  sway.    The  appearance  of  the  prophet 

>  Quis  rer.  diy.  haeres.  0pp.  Tom.  i.  p.  611,  ed.  Mang^y. 

*  Qunm  ergo^  est  somno  eyocatns  animui  a  societate  et  a  eontagione  ooiporisi  turn 
memmit  praeteritonim,  praesentia  cemit,  futnra  praevidet.  Jacet  enim  coipiia  dor- 
mientia  ut  mortui ;  viget  autem  et  yivit  ^mimiia.  Quod  multo  magis  faciet  post 
mortem,  ouum  omnino  corpore  excesserit.  Itaque  appropinquante  morto  multo  est 
diyinior  (De  Dmnatione  xxx,  {  63). 

Incst  igitur  in  aoimis  praeaagitio  extrinsecus  injeeta  atoue  inclosa  diyinitos.  Ea 
d  exarsit  acrius,  fiiror  appellatur,  quum  a  ooipore  animiu  aostractus  divino  instincta 
concitatur  (xxxi.  {66). 

8ed  yigiiantea  animi  yitae  necessitatibns  seryiant,  disprngontque  se  a  sodetate 
diyina,  yinclis  corporis  impediti  (xlix.  1 1^0). 

Nee  yero  onquam  animus  Iiominis  naturaliter  diyinat  nisi  quum  ita  solutus  est  et 
yacuus,  ut  ei  plane  nihil  sit  cum  corpora.  Quod  aut  yatibos  oontingit  aut  dormien- 
tibiu  (Ibid}. 
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presents  sometlung  incoanprehensible :  we  can  only  aocoimt  for 
it  in  part.  It  must  be  explained  by  the  degree  of  self-cidture 
peculiar  to  the  inquirer  into  nature,  the  condition  of  the 
orientals,  and  the  novelty  of  religious  ideas.  Among  rude 
people,  feeling  rules.  Their  Meas  are  few  but  strong ;  and  fall 
like  electric  eparks,  sudden  and  vehement,  into  the  darkness  of 
human  gropings  after  the  divine.^  Here  there  is  a  state  of 
immediate  perception,  which  takes  place  either  in  vision  or 
symbolical  actions.  What  we  read  of  the  Pythian  priestess  is 
of  this  nature.  Most  of  the  Greek  oracles  belong  to  the  same 
class.  In  like  manner  the  Shamans  of  rude  heathen  people 
illustrate  it.  In  these  Shamans,  who  form  a  kind  of  order,  we 
recognise  the  germ  of  a  priesthood.  A  similar  class  is  found 
amongst  almost  all  nations  occupying  a  certain  stage  of  the 
religious  life.  The  French  put  them  under  the  general  appella- 
tion Jongleurs,  The  Tartar  word,  however,  is  more  appropriate.' 
In  the  New  Testament  the  speaking  with  tongues  corresponds 
to  the  same  condition;   where  calm  consciousness  was  absent 

The  higher  stage  of  prophetic  inspiration  is  associated  with 
consciousness,  which  controls  the  spirit's  excitement.  It  be- 
comes clear  Imowledge,  pouring  itself  forth  in  intelligent  words. 
This  gives  us  the  notion  impued  in  the  tcord  of  God.  It  often 
appears,  however  as  an  interpretation  of  the  lower  stage  of 
prophecy  or  of  the  visions  there  received,  of  riddles  and 
obscure  symbols.  When  St.  Paul  says,  ''the  spirits  of  the 
prophets  are  subject  to  the  prophets''  (1  Cor.  xiv.  32),  the 
allusion  to  this  kind  of  prophetic  inspiration  is  apparent. 
These  prophets  are  the  exegetee  (e^i^Ti^raf),  interpreters  {ipf^f' 
V€VT(U)  of  the  lower  stage.  The  same  distinction  is  also  found 
among  the  Greeks ;  for  example,  in  Plato  and  Chrysostom,  who 
put  a  difference  between  fuivTK  and  irpo^nrnTTfi.  It  is  character- 
istic of  the  former  to  be  out  of  himself,  to  suffer  impulsion,  to  be 
pushed,  dragged,  drawn,  like  one  out  of  lus  senses.  But  the 
rophet  is  not  to  be  conceived  of  in  that  maimer.  He  makes  all 
is  announcements  with  sober  consciousness  and  mental  compo- 
sure. This  holds  good  even  etymologically.  Moam<;  comes  itovx 
fuUvo/uu,  to  be  mad.  And  it  is  con&rmed  by  Plato  himself,  who 
sa^s*  fi;enerally  that  God  gave  lAOVTucrj  to  human  unconsciousness, 
and  &at  the  prophets  were  interpreters  of  the  ftavrev;,^  No  one 
who  is  in  the  state  we  call  understanding  receives  a  real  and  divine 

'  Comp.  Ewsld,  Die  Prophetea  des  alien  Bnndes,  enter  Band,  p.  0. 

*  Be  Wette,  Teber  die  BeUffion,  pp.  22S-232. 

*  See  Schulz's  Die  OeisteBgiuwn  der  enten  Christen ;  and  Neander*!  Die  Pflansong 
und  Leitung  der  chriatliohen  Kirche,  toL  L  p.  19,  fourth  editiioa. 

«  Timaciia,  7a  B. 
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truth.  He  gets  it  only  in  sleep,  when  the  power  of  reflection 
is  bound  up,  or  in  sickness,  or  in  a  rapt  state.  It  is  the  part  of 
the  thoughtful  man  to  remember  and  apprehend  what  has  been 
spoken  in  sleep  or  in  a  dream,  as  well  as  what  has  happened 
in  vision ;  to  determine  and  explain  its  import ;  how  it  stands 
in  relation  to  past,  present,  or  future,  and  whm  it  indicates 
these  temporal  relations.  The  coming  to  know  belongs  only  to  a 
man  who  is  sound-minded.  Hence  it  was  customary  to  set  the 
prophets  to  judge  of  divine  inspirations  in  their  contemporaries. 
Some  call  the  prophets  of  this  order  fiavrei^;,  not  knowing  that 
the  latter  saw  but  in  enigmas.  Cicero  speaks  of  the  same  dis- 
tinction between  the  fidinei^  and  TrpoffjiriTcu}  In  referring  to  the 
second  class  he  calls  them  explanatores,  whom  he  places  in  such 
a  relation  to  the  first  class  as  grammariam  bear  to  poets.  So  far 
Plato  and  Cicero  noted  the  d^erence  of  the  two  kinds  of  pro- 
phecy. Care  must  be  taken  not  to  confound  the  second  stage 
with  a  state  of  reflection  or  of  mere  intelligent  consciousness, 
where  inspiration  does  not  exist,  for  propnecy  is  not  there. 
Cicero  speaks  of  the  latter  condition  in  his  De  Diyinatione, 
cap.  xlix. 

III.  Hebrew  peophect. — ^The  leading  name  of  the  Old 
Testament  prophet  is  M^2^  a  term  whose  primary  signification 
is  disputed.  It  is  natural  for  one  to  find  in  it  the  idea  of 
action.  The  prophets  are  God's  speakers  or  orators.  Hence 
some  have  discovered  in  the  term  the  notion  oi  prophetic  activity^ 
the  utterance  of  a  revelation  made ;  the  same  meaning  in  fact 
as  belongs  to  the  Greek  word  irpo^yrfrri<;.  In  order  to  elicit  this 
signification,  its  root  has  been  viewed  as  identical  with  313  to 
spring  or  floto  forth,  to  boil  up.  Such  is  Redslob's  opinion.*  N^iJ 
would  then  be  tantamount  to  apouter,  one  putting  forth  words. 
Yet  it  cannot  mean  the  prophetic  activity  itself,  as  is  usually 
thought,  but  only  a  condition  of  soul  whence  that  activity  first 
springs.  This  may  be  inferred  from  its  passive  form,  as  also 
m>m  the  verb  NiJ  never  appearing  in  an  active  sense,  but 
merely  in  niphal  and  hithpael,  i.e,,  as  passive  and  reflexive. 
Their  usage  and  construction  confirm  our  opinion.  NSJ  and 
M^^r^ri  denote,  in  the  first  place,  the  state  of  being  seized  by  a 

divine  spirit  or  some  other.  Hence  the  verb  signifies  the  con- 
dition of  inspiration,  as  in  Num.  xi.  26,  where  it  is  applied  to 
Moses  and  the  seventy  elders.  In  like  manner  (O^H  is  used 
of  the  two  men  Eldad  and  Medad,  who  remained  in  the  camp 
(xi.  26).  This  is  still  more  apparent  where  the  spirit  comes 
upon  Saul  and  his  company  and  they  prophesy  (1  Sam.  x.  5, 

1  De  Diyinatione,  cbaps.  xzx.,  xlix.,  li. 

s  Der  BegiiS  des  Nabi  oder  dee  sogenaxmt.  Fropheten  bei  deo  Hebr.  1839. 
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etc.).  The  spirit  of  Saul  Iiiniself  was  seized  bjr  the  Spirit  of 
God.  In  like  maimer  it  is  related  in  1  Sam.  xix.  that  a  com- 
pany imder  the  presidency  of  Samuel,  prophesied  (^Kl3)n^)  lying 
on  the  ground ;  and  their  condition  was  commimicated  to  all 
who  entered  into  their  circle.    Accordingly  Saul  himself  stripped 

off  his  clothes  and  prophesied  (K5W*1)  as  hq  lay  on  the  ground 
(xix.  24).  We  also  read  of  the  priests  of  Baal  challenged  by 
Elijah,  that  ''they  cried  aloud  and  cut  themselves  after  their 
manner  with  knives  and  lancets  till  the  blood  gushed  out  upon 
them.     And  it  came  to  pass  when  midday  was  past,  that  they 

prophesied  (5|N5)H!1)  until  the  time  of  the  offering  of  the  even- 
ing sacrifice,"  etc.  (1  Kings  xyiii.  28,  29).  Here  it  appears  that 
the  verb  in  hithpael  expresses  earnest  strivings  to  receive  a 
divine  inspiration.  StiU  farther,  in  Joel  iii.  1,  etc.,  is  a  Messi- 
anic prophecy  representing  young  men  and  maidens  receiving 
the  Spint  oi  God,  and  prophesying  (N^O).  These  and  other 
instances  of  the  use  of  M^^  may  serve  to  shew  that  the  sense  of 

uttering  what  has  been  inspired  by  God  is  not  everywhere  appli- 
cable. The  condition  implied  may  be  also  produced  by  an  evil 
spirit.  Such  was  Saul's  case,  after  the  good  spirit  left  him 
(1  Sam.  xviii.  10),  where  we  see  that  the  inspiration  was  the 
source  of  his  anger.  Hence  the  word  M^)  is  construed  with  ^ 
Jy,  used  of  the  inspiring  Deity,  as  in  Jer.  ii.  8 ;  xxiii.  13 ;  Greek, 
futlveadcu  i/e  deov  or  airo  deov.  The  manifestation  of  such  inspi- 
ration consisted  in  extraordinary  gestures  of  an  epileptic  nature,* 
accompanied  with  unintelligible,  raving  tones.     This  accounts 

for  yH^to  one  raving  or  mad,  frenzied,  a  nickname  given  to  the 

true  prophets  in  2  Kings  ix.  11.  The  highest  point  which  the 
manifestation  reached  was  a  song  (1  Sam.  x.  5).  Such  is  the 
usage  of  the  verb  M^).     The  signification  of  iV^^  as  a  passive 

participle  corresponds  to  the  participle  of  niphal  and  hithpael, 
''  he  who  is  in  an  inspired  state,"  an  inspired  man,  a  bearer  of 

the  divine  spirit,  and  therefore  lyfTi  E^t<  a  man  of  the  spirit,  i.e., 
of  God's  Smiit  (comp.  Num.  xi.  25,  etc. ;  1  Sam.  x.  5,  and  xix. 
19,  etc.).  The  word  is  next  used  of  the  permanent  relations  of 
this'  inspiration,  or  the  so-called  prophetic  order,  and  therefore  it 
means  an  official,  sacred  mediator  between  heaven  and  earth,  as 
the  prophets  of  Baal  and  Astarte  constituted  an  order.  Thus  in 
1  Eangs  xviii.,  where  the  450  are  called  prophets ;  and  xxii.  6, 
where  400  prophesy  about  war  against  Itamoth-Gilead.  And 
since  this  relation  presupposes  a  nearer  and  more  confidential 
intercourse  with  God,  the  term  is  employed  in  a  wider  sense,  so 
as  to  include  any  friend  of  God.  Thus  it  is  applied  to  Abraham 
(Gen.  XX.  7)  and  the  patriarchs  (Ps.  cv.  15).    Such  application 
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of  the  name  would  be  quite  impossible,  according  to  the  usual 
assumption  that  the  word  properly  denotes  speakers  or  inter' 
preters  of  God's  will.  We  conclude  therefore  that  tjie  prophets 
are  called  D^t!(]!l),  not  with  respect  to  their  announcing,  but  re* 
ceiving  revelations.  Koester  has  perceived  this  passive  signifi- 
cation^ and  renders  the  word,  a  man  taught  or  instructed  (by- 
God),  which  is  scarcely  the  true  meaning.^  Eedslob  likewise 
takes  it  passively,  deriving  it  fro'm  J^3)  to  gush  forth,  K^5)  one 
caused  (by  God)  to  gush  forth.  But  Ewcdd,  Gesenius,  Haver- 
nick,  Oemer,  and  Bleek,  erroneously  assi^  an  active  sense,  as 
if  the  idea  of  uttering  inspirations  were  primary.  What  then  is 
the  fimdamental  signification  of  K^53  ?  This  will  best  appear 
from  the  etymology  of  another  word  D^) ,  from  Dft?}  synonymous 
with  DH)  to  mutter,  murmur.  The  proper  idea  of  it  lies  in  the 
D  •  Both  words  mean  to  bubble,  murmur,  to  speak  in  a  low  voice 
into  one's  ear,  to  whisper :  of  divine  revelations'  especially,  to 
whisper  or  breathe  into  the  ear,  susurro,  inspiro.  Hence  the  parti- 
ciple passive  DM)  breathed  into,  what  is  whispered.  It  stands  in 
the  construct  state  in  connection  with  the  genitive  of  the  author^ 
and  always  before  Jehovah,  Hin^  DM) .  Jer.  xxiii.  31  is  remark- 
able, for  we  find  there  DM)  ^&fet)?l  they  mutter  an  oracle.  Here 
is  the  transition  from  the  idea  oiP  the  thing  inspired  or  breathed 
into  that  of  uttering  what  has  been  so  communicated.  With 
DM),  K^5)  is  synonymous.  Hence  the  latter,  which  is  also  a 
participle  passive,  but  mascuUne,  is  equivalent  to  insjnratus, 
one  breathed  into,  into  whom  something  is  whispered,  who  is 
accustomed  to  receive  a  divine  utterance.     From  this  passive 

sense  arises  its  construction  with  niH^?,  2  Kings  iii.  11.  A 
second  sense  was  derived  from  the  fundamental  sense  of  M^!|p 
just  given.  As  the  prophets  received  diviue  inspirations,  that 
thev  might  announce  them  to  men,  the  word  came  to  mean 
such  an  announcer  or  mouth-piece  of  God.  So  in  Deut.  xviii.  18, 
"  I  will  raise  them  up  a  prophet  from  among  their  brethren  like 
imto  me,  a^d  will  put  my  words  in  his  mouth;  and  he  shall 
speak  unto  them  aU  that  I  shall  command  him."  Hence  in  the 
second  part  of  Isaiah,  prophets  are  called  interpreters,  mediators, 

P/0-,  ^bnirrj^  (Isaiah  xliii.  27).  A  classic  passage  for  this 
sense  is  Exodus  iv.  16,  where  the  relation  between  Moses  and 
Aaron  is  specially  defined,  and  described  as  similar  to  that  sub- 
sisting between  God  and  the  prophets, — ^inspiration  on  the  one 
side,  utterance  on  the  other.  Aaron  was  to  receive  his  inspira- 
tion from  Moses.    So  also  Exodus  vu.  1  "  And  the  Lord  said  unto 

1  Die  Fropheten  des  alten  imd  nenen  Testaments,  p.  183. 
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Mosee :  See»  I  haye  made  thee  a  god  to  Pliaraoh :  and  Aaron 
thy  brother  shall  be  thy  prophet/'  Here  it  denotes  an  utterer 
of  revelations  received,  which  is  a  secondary  sense.  And  in  this 
relation  of  the  two  brothers  we  have  a  case  of  mediate  infipiration. 
Moses's  was  immediate ;  Aaron's  came  through  Moses.  The  pro- 
phet was  therefore  the  ipfj/rfuevnf;,  interpreter  of  the  fuiim^,  who 
was  in  an  unconscious  condition.  It  is  easy  to  understand  from 
these  remarks  why  St.  Paul  commends  interpretation,  i.e,,  a  mediate 
inspiration,  or  the  explanation  of  another's  inspiration.  The 
same  secondary  idea  is  sometimes  contained  in  the  verb  K|l).' 
which  occurs  in  the  sense  to  utter  or  announce  a  divine  inspira^ 
tion.  Hence  it  stands  with  the  accusative  of  what  is  announced 
in  Jer.  xiv.  14 ;  xziiL  32,  ^V^  K^J  to  utter  lies.  But  here 
K^)  may  also  denote  inspiration,  to  be  inspired,  as  it  were,  with  lies. 
This  holds  good  with  ^  ^*^3  K3^9  to  be  inspired  with  a  lie  (Jer. 
V.  31 ;  xxix.  9).  But  the  state  of  being  inspired  is  usually  de- 
signated by  the  Hithpael  form.  Both  words,  the  verb  and  noun, 
when  they  mean  the  utterance  of  a  revelation,  may  also  convey 
the  notion  of  such  utterance  not  only  by  intelligible  speech,  but 
poetic  inspiration  or  song.    Accordingly  M^^  means  to  sing  or 

praise;  as  in  the  triumphal  ode  of  Miriam  (Ex.  xv.) ;  whence 
she  is  termed  H^^!!!^  songstress,  not  prophetess,  Deborah  is 
similarly  spoken  of  (Judg.  iv.  4).  The  same  remark  applies 
to  the  pupils  of  Samuel  (1  Sam.  x.  6,  etc.),  who  are  styled 
D^M^^^^  though  there  is  no  trace  of  a  prophetic  state  in 
them.  The  fact  of  their  sons;  is  the  only  thing  Qoticeable. 
Qlie  Latin  votes,  including  both  prophet  and  poet,  shews  the 
same  usage. 

In  the  Ghreek  and  Latin  appellations,  the  second  aspect  of  the 
prophets,  to  which  we  haVe  been  referring,  is  the  only  one 
marked,  viz.,  the  announcement  of  what  is  communicated.  The 
word  irpo^rfTfi^  expresses  this;  one  that  spealts  forth  or  utters  (pro^ 
loqui  not  praedicere) ,  the  irpo  being  local,  not  temporal.  So  too 
inroifiijTry;,  an  announcer  of  fa  deo  suggesta),  i^rjyrp^,  demrporirof;, 
Beatrponriov,  The  abstract  is  ^rt?  and  \oyiov.  In  Latin  it  is 
the  well-known  votes,  signifying  nothing  but  speaker ;  which  is 
related  to  vas,  vadis  (he  who  speaks  for  one),  and  vox.  The  verb 
vagire,  expressing  children's  cries,  is  of  the  same  origin.  Both 
are  roots  from  the  Sanskrit  vdd  and  vdch.  The  abstract  Latin  is 
fatum,  equivalent  to  the  Greek  ^Tt9,  prophetically  expressed  ^^^. 
Thus  the  divine  revelation  is  every  where  designated  as  some- 
thing uttered.  In  the  Greek  and  Latin  words  nothing  but  the 
utterance  is  expressed ;  what  is  suggested  or  inspired  being  pre- 
supposed. In  the  Old  Testament  the  inner  suggestions  are  ex- 
pressed by  the  word ;  the  utterance  of  them  bemg  implied  as  a 
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matter  of  course.  Prophecy  is  there  denoted  in  its  interior  or 
religious  side. 

A  second  appellation  of  prophet  is  n^*1  seer ;  as  is  stated  in 

an  antiquarian  notice  appended  to  n|n  in  1  Sam.  ix.  9.  H^T 
often  appears  in  the  Chronicles  and  books  of  Samuel ;  but  always 
in  relation  to  Samuel,  except  once  of  another  prophet  (2  Chron. 
xvi.  7-10. 

The  term  ntn  also  means  seer,  and  is  synonymous  with  PIKT. 
It  is  first  applied  to  Gad  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  11).  Elsewhere  it 
appears  only  in  Chronicles.     What  he  shews  forth  is  n^tn  vision 

(Is.  xxi.  2 ;  xxix.  11).  Both  are  applied  to  historical  prophecy ; 
although  the  reference  is  not  to  visions,  but  to  the  word  spoken 
or  written.     Thus  the  verb  njPl  is  used  solely  of  prophetic 

words  in  Is.  ii.  1 ;  xiii.  1 ;  Hab.  i.  1.  The  name  points  out  the 
revelation  as  an  intuition  given  by  God;  and  presupposes  an 
inner  eye  which  views  things  hidden  from  the  natural  one.  The 
prophetic  inspiration  is  regarded  as  a  heightened  spiritual  power 
of  seeing  in  connection  with  the  Aiture  or  the  concealed  present. 
A  number  of  expressions  designating  prophecy  from  this  point 
of  view  might  here  be  quoted.  2b  open  the  ear  or  the  eye  is  put 
for  the  reception  of  the  revelation.  The  eyes  are  opened  for  the 
visions,  the  ears  for  the  tcord,  of  God.  Hence  Balaam  is 
described  as  he  whose  eyes  are  opened,  who  hears  the  words  of 
God;  who  possesses  the  knowledge,  sees  the  vision  of,  the 
Almighty.  By  open  eyes  we  understand  the  spiritual  ones. 
The  dosed  are  the  bodily.  This  mode  of  designating  prophecy 
as  compared  with  M^^^  is  psychologicaL     The  latter  is  a  religious 

appellation,  referring  n^ainly  to  the  spiritual  condition  of  the 
prophet. 

Here  too  belongs  the  expression  JJiB^iJ  raving,  mad,  which 
relates  to  the  external  appearances  produced  by  the  rapt  state. 
It  appears  in  the  Old  Testament,  however,  merely  as  a  term  of 
contempt  (2  Kings  ix.  11;  Jer.  xxix.  26)  equivalent  to  the 
Greek  fjAvris- 

A  third  phraseology  is  derived  from  the  destination  or  calling 
of  the  prophets,  ex.  gr.  man  of  Ood  (I  Sam.  ii.  27 ;  ix.  6,  ete. ; 

1  Kings  xiii.)  messenger  of  Jehovah  njn?  "^f^^  (Hag.  i.  13). 

The  latter  id  also  xused  of  angels ;  and  sometimes  it  is  matter  of 
doubt  whether  they  or  merely  human  messengers  are  intended. 
Servant  of  Ood  is  also  an  appellation  (Is.  ^v.  26).  He  is 
styled  so  in  another  than  the  ordinary  sense,  equivalent  to  one 
holding  an  office  from  God.  Prophets  are  also  counsellors,  men 
who  give  nxy }  inasmuch  as  they  are  consulted  for  God's  will, 

which  they  receive  from  Him  (Is.  xliv.  26;  xli.  28).    Men  of 


PSYCHOLOGICAL  METHOD  AKD  DEVELOPMENT.  433 

the  Spirilia  another  phrase  applied  to  them  (Hosea  ix.  7).  The 
terms  T]^j  n^VO^  *'l2pb^)  watchman,  keeper  are  also  employed 
as  poetical  epithets. 

IV.  Psychological  method  and  development  of  Hebrew 
PROPHECY. — ^The  question  now  arises,  to  what  stage  of  inspira* 
tion  Hebrew  prophecy  belongs  P  In  the  different  times  which 
the  history  of  the  Old  Testament  embraces  examples  of  all  kinds 
and  degrees  are  found,  from  the  lowest  upwanl.  But  in  the 
period  from  which  our  historical  memorials  of  prophetic  agency 
proceed,  and  which  are  a  proper  type  of  Hebrew  prophecy,  we 
find  it  developed  to  the  highest  stage  of  which  it  is  capable.  It 
is  controlled  by  intelligent  consciousness,  and  translated  into 
clear  notions  of  the  understanding.  It  pours  itself  forth  in  a 
stream  of  connected  discourse ;  and  becomes  the  word  of  Ood  to 
humanity.  An  important  definition  appears  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment itself  (Num.  xxiii.  23),  where  Balaam  says  of  Israel, 
'^  There  is  no  enchantment  in  Jacob,  nor  divination  in  Israel,'' 
ue.y  no  heathen  soothsaying,  "  but  it  shall  be  said  in  their  time 
to  them,  what  God  will  do."  This  is  the  right  definition  of 
Hebrew  prophecy  contrasted  with  the  symbolical  prognostica- 
tion of  the  heathen.  The  inspiration  was  effected  by  clear, 
internal  iUmnination.  Sometimes  it  is  true  it  was  conveyed  in 
visions  and  ima^ ;  but  these  were  translated  into  words  by  the 
prophets  themsdves.  This  is  the  view  commonly  maintained  by 
the  fathers,  after  the  Montanist  disputes.  Epiphanius,  Jerome, 
and  Chrysostom  expressly  announce  it.  The  first  says,  ''the 
prophet  i^ke  with  steadiness  of  thought  and  sequence,  and 
uttered  what  he  said  by  the  impulse  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  enun- 
ciating all  strongly.''^ 

Jerome  writes,  ''The  prophets  did  not  speak  in  ecstacy,  as 
Montanus  with  his  insane  women  dreams,  so  that  they  did  not 
know  what  they  said,  and  were  ignorant  of  their  own  meaning 
when  instructing  others."* 

Chrysostom  states,  "It  is  peculiar  to  the  mantis  to  be  ecstatic, 
to  submit  to  necessiirp-,  to  be  pushed,  dragged,  drawn,  like  a 
madman.  Not  so  with  the  prophet,  who  sp^cs  all  with  a  sober 
mind  and  composure,  knowing  what  he  utters."^ 


1 

ca 


i^^yyrro  in  xvt^futros  kylovf  rjk  vdtna  if^fi4y»s  A^ywy.  Adyers.  Haeres.  zlyiii. 
"~p.  3. 

*  Neque  vero  at  Montaniis  cum  iiuumis  foeminis  somniat,  prophetae  in  ecstasi  Bunt 
loquuti,  at  nescircnt  qaid  loqaerentur,  et  qaam  alios  erudirent,  ipsi  ignorarent  quid 
dicerent.    Prologus  in  Isaiam. 

'  TovTo  7&P  uiirrtMs  tHiov  rh  ^|«m9K^yai,  rh  hydymiy  ^ofi^yttv,  rh  &$€7(r$ai,  rh 

9uu^oitu  pyf^wris  koI  fftt^povoivris  KOfraarAa^tn  icai  tlMif  a  ^Biyytrat,  ^o-Iy 
intarra,    Homil.  zzix.  in  ep.  i,  ad  Corinth. 

TOL.  u.  28 
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The  same  Tiew  has  also  prerailed  among  Christian  theologians 
of  a  later  day.  But  a  different  theoir  has  been  promulgated  in 
modem  times,  that  puts  Hebrew  prophecy  to  another  stage.  The 
cause  of  it  is  to  be  found  in  apologetic  considerations.  It  has  arisen 
from  a  desire  to  bring  the  supernatural  character  and  origin  of 
prophetic  declarations  into  union  with  their  objective  relatiTe 
imperfection.  As  prophecies  sometimes  disagree  with  reality, 
this  view  has  been  upheld  for  the  purpose  of  reconciling  the 
two — of  savinff  the  divine  origin  and  infallibility  of  the  contents 
of  the  inspiration  received,  along  with  their  formal  imperfection ; 
and  so  excusing  their  occasional  want  of  objective  truth  and 
disagreement  with  history.  The  divinity  and  certainty  of  the 
materials  communicated  is  thus  made  consistent  with  formal 
imperfections.^  A  distinction  is  laid  down  between  the  subject- 
matter,  and  the  way  in  which  the  prophet  apprehended  it.  The 
latter  is  compared  to  imperfect  glass  breaking  up  the  rays  of 
light.  This  view  is  advocated  by  Velthusen.*  Maimonides' 
and  John  Smith^  had  already  propounded  similar  theories. 
Jahn^  and  Hengstenberg®  followed  them,  the  latter  entering  at 
great  length  into  the  subject  in  the  first  edition  of  his  Christo- 
logy.  But  in  the  second  edition  he  has  modified  his  sentiments 
to  some  extent.  According  to  the  hypothesis  in  question  the 
prophetic  state  of  inspiration  is  an  ecstacy ;  the  person's  own  life 
and  consciousness  being  suppressed  by  the  divine.  The  pro- 
phecy is  said  to  have  been  given  in  the  form  of  vision,  t.«.,  pure 
intuition.  Things  of  the  mture  were  presented  to  them  as  in  a 
picture  ;  being  placed  beside  one  another  as  if  present ;  though 
in  reality  they  were  successive.  Hence  chronological  marss 
were  not  given.  Indeed  the  relations  of  time  were  often  inter- 
changed, the  distant  future  being  described  as  present  because 
seen  as  such.  In  this  way  it  can  be  said  that  the  prophecy  of 
Tyre's  fall  under  Nebucnadnezzar,  which  Isaiah  leads  us  to 
think  would  be  the  entire  desolation  of  the  city,  is  cleared  of  its 
difficulty  by  assuming  that  remote  results  and  immediate  con- 
sequences were  joined  together ;  or  that  a  panoramic  picture  of 
Tjrre's  downfall  from  the  beginning  of  the  destroying  process  tiU 
its  end,  passed  before  the  prophet's  mind  as  a  connected  image 
or  series  of  images  (Is.  xxiii.).  It  can  also  be  said  by  Heng- 
stenberg,  that  because  the  Messiah's  birth  is  seen  by  Isaiah  as 

1  See  Hofmaim's  Weissagnng  und  Erfullung,  erste  Halite,  p  9. 

*  De  optica  renim  faturarum  descriptione,  in  Yelthiueii,  fcuinoel,  and  Ruperti'a 
Commentatt.  Theolog.,  vol.  vi.  p.  75,  et  seqq. 

'  Moreh  Neyochim,  Doctor  perplexorum,  in  ling.  Lat.  oonYeniu  a  J.  Buxtorf, 
p.  292,  et  seqq. 

*  Select  discoTuses,  Sto. 

'  Einleitang  in  die  gottlichen  Biicher  dee  alten  Bnndes,  vol.  ii.,  p.  368,  et  seqq. 

*  Chrifttology  of  the  Old  Testament  translated,  vol.  It.,  p.  366-444. 
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actually  present,  in  connexion  with  the  pifoximate  deliverance  of 
which  it  waa  the  sign,  and  irrespectively  of  chronological  rela- 
tions, the  prophet  makes  it  the  measure  of  that  deliverance  (Is.  vii. 
14).  The  prophets  themselves,  it  is  said,  were  frequently  ignor- 
ant of  what  they  uttered,  or  misunderstood  it.  The  theory  in 
question  is  based  upon  certain  formidsQ  and  expressions  of  pro- 
phetic inspiration,  which  are  borrowed,  it  is  true,  from  the 
original  stege  of  prophecy,  but  do  not  suit  the  one  imder  con- 
sideration. Taken  from  the  description  of  one  ^rade  to  which 
alone  they  strictly  apply,  it  should  not  be  assumed  that  they  are 
a  true  type  of  ordinary  Hebrew  prophecy.  We  speak  of  the 
''sun  rising  and  setting''  in  the  same  manner,  though  the 
language  is  strictly  inappropriate  in  the  present  state  of  our 
knowledge  ;  applying  a  phraseology  borrowed  from  a  lower 
stage  of  physical  science  to  a  much  higher  one.  Hence  such 
expressions  as  "  the  hand  of  Jehovah,"  or  *'  the  Spirit  of  Jeho- 
vah" came  and  fell  upon  the  prophets  (Ezek.  i.  3;  2  Kings 
iii.  15  ;  2  Chron.  xv.  1)  do  not  indicate  "the  entire  subjec- 
tion" of  Ezekiel,  EHsha,  and  Azariah  to  the  divine  afflatus, 
as  Hengstenberg  asserts.  Neither  do  Jeremiah's  words,  ''O 
Lord,  thou  hast  constrained  me  and  I  was  constrained;  thou 
art  stronger  than  I  and  hast  prevailed  ....  I  said  I  will  not 
make  mention  of  him,  nor  speak  any  more  in  his  name.  But 
his  word  was  in  mine  heart  as  a  burning  fire  shut  up  in  my 
bones,  and  I  was  weary  with  forbearing  and  could  not"  (xx. 
7-9)  imply  that  he  was  borne  out  of  hiAiself,  away  from  the 
sphere  of  mortal  contemplations  ;  or  that  he  was  in  the  state  of 
ecstacy.  Saul's  messengers  were  probably  so,  as  related  in 
1  Sam.  xix.  20,  etc.  The  entire  representation,  as  given  by 
Hengstenberg  in  particular,  is  highly  artificial  and  impsycho- 
logi(^.  It  is  cast  in  the  mould  of  a  clumsy  theory  of  inspira- 
tion which  those  who  arrogate  to  themselves  the  name  of 
orthodox  iraorantly  advocate.  While  meant  to  uphold  the 
supernatural  origin  of  the  prophetic  material,  it  does  so  at  the 
expense  of  the  prophets  themselves,  who  are  converted  into 
imconscious,  mechanical,  and  erring  organs  of  that  material. 
It  also  does  violence  to  the  very  nature  of  prophecy  which, 
contrary  to  its  character,  is  reduced  to  another  type  and 
changed  into  a  rude,  poor  form  whoUy  insufficient  for  its  pur- 
pose. The  scope  of  prophecy  is  sacrificed  for  the  purpose  of 
holding  fast  the  specifically  mpematural,  without  being  obliged 
to  recognise  the  human  and  natural  dement.^  Ancient  ex- 
positors are  free  from  this  error.  But  the  modems,  acknowledg- 
mg  the  occasional  opposition  ef  prophecy  to  what  actually  took 

^  See  Stiihelin'B  specielle  Emleitnng,  p.  186  et  aeqq. 
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place,  seek  for  appliaaces  that  deteriorate  it  systematically  for 
the  Bake  of  preserving  the  divine. 

Sino€(  Hengstenberg,  Tholuck  has  also  advocated  the  ecstatic 
state  of  the  prophets  as  their  characteristic  one.  In  doing  so, 
he  has  attempted  to  shew,  that  the  fathers  generally  held  this 
view  even  after  the  Montanist  controversy.  Jt  is  not  always 
easy  to  make  the  fathers  speak  consistently  with  themselves  and 
on/another.  But  surely  tfcl^teemed  writer  errs  in  representing 
the  polemic  fathers  as  combatmg  a  false  hcarcun^; — ^an  cucownof: 
fuu/Ui  y^vj(ij<i — and  as  holding  a  view  of  ecstasy  in  which  con- 
sciousness was  not  wholly  lost.  The  modification  thus  intro- 
duced into  the  ecstatic  view  of  prophecy  is  ingenious ;  but  it  is 
largely  a  matter  of  words,  depending  on  the  precise  idea  attached 
to  the  principal  term.  By  introducing  a  degree  of  seif-consciotiS' 
nesa  into  ecstasy,  the  view  is  altered.  Tholuck  argues  that  the 
productite  activity  of  the  soul  is  kept  in  abeyance,  not  the 
receptive;  and  that  the  condition  ia  relatively  passive.  The 
question,  as  it  appears  to  us,  between  the  view  proposed  by 
Tholuck  and  our  own  resolves  itself  into  one  of  degree  and 
terminology — ^the  degree  of  consciousness  in  the  ecstatic  state. 
We  believe,  that  ecstasy,  properly  so  called,  excludes  self-con'- 
sciousness  or  intelligent  consciousness.  The  mistake  which  the 
esteemed  critic  falls  into  seems  to  be  the  confounding  of  certain 
peculiar  moments  of  the  mental  condition  in  which  the  prophets 
had  visions  and  waking  dreams,  with  the  usual  phase  of  that  con- 
dition. In  bringing  all  together  into  one  category  he  is  obliged 
to  allow  of  some  intelligent  consciousness.  We  prefer  to 
separate  between  certain  rapt  states  of  their  subjectivity  and 
the  ordinary  ones  in  which  they  translated  into  clearness  the 
intuitions  or  visions  of  the  former.  We  would  not  speak,  as  he 
does,  of  lotcer  aiid  higher  degrees  of  ecstasy — ^the  one  in  which 
a  connexion  with  the  external  world  is  continued  by  reflection ; 
the  other,  having  an  expression  humanly  intelligible  during 
them  and  after  them — a  capacity  of  thinking  upon  what  is 
received  in  the  revelation,  as  well  as  a  reminiacence  of  it.  As 
far  as  we  understand  the  meamng  of  ecstasy,  self-activity  and 
self-consciousness  are  lost  in  it.^ 

In  what  state  of  mind  the  prophets  were  when  they  had 
visions,  it  is  not  easy  to  describe.  The  question  is  a  psycho- 
logical one ;  and  perhaps  philosophy  has  not  advanced  far 
enough  to  throw  much  light  on  it.  It  appears  to  us  that  the 
key  to  a  solution  may  be  found  in  the  doctrine  of  a  preconscious 
region  in  the  soul,  which  the  younger  Fichte  has  first  investi- 
gated.    The  prophets  were  in  a  dream- waking  state  when  they 

1  Die  Propheten  Q]id.ihie  Weuaagangen,  §  7,  p.  49,  et  seqq. 
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had  visions.  Certain  objectiTe  relations  of  their  inner  life  came 
into  play  which  remained  altogether  unperceived  in  the  waking 
state.  The  preconscious  region  in  the  soul  penetrated  into  ite 
conscious  life,  giving  rise  to  dream-pictures  or  ideal  revelations, 
which  fully  overpowered  the  conscious  freedom  of  the  mind. 
Here  the  fancy  had  full  play.  There  are  both  an  inner  objective 
truth  and  the  pictorial  mode  of  representing  it.  The  latter 
contains  nothing  objectively  real;  the  former  alone  has  matter 
and  meaning.  These  pictures  are  truth-revealing  in  an  ohfective 
sense,  because  they  have  a  material  taken  from  the  province  of 
ideaB.  They  contain  the  kernel  of  the  vision — all  its  significance 
and  value ;  while  the  pictorial  costume  is  only  the  o&pring  of 
fancy  to  set  it  forth.  It  has  been  debated  whether  the  prophets 
had  proper  tnsiona  or  whether  they  adopted  them  consdomly  as 
vehicles  of  ideas.  In  the  latter  case  nothing  intruded  into  them 
out  of  the  soul's  preconscious  region.  They  were  mere  machinery j 
i.e.,  means  of  setting  forth  certain  perceptions.  This  is  the 
reason  why  some  of  tne  later  bear  an  artificial  stamp.  In  com- 
parison with  the  genuine  visions  of  the  older  prophete  the  v  mark 
the  decay  of  prophetism.  The  earlier  prophets  generally,  and 
perhaps  some  of  the  later,  had  proper  visions.  These  when 
translated  into  clear  and  intelligible  language,  present  a  high 
form  of  prophecy.  So  far  as  they  have  a  real  and  deep  meaning, 
they  occupy  an  elevated  place  in  the  revelations  of  God  to  the 
soul ;  but  so  far  as  they  are  the  mere  ofi&pring  of  imagination 
they  are  too  near  the  region  of  the  understanding  to  be  regarded 
as  pure  prophetism.  It  is  difficult,  however,  to  distinguish  the 
two  kinds  of  what  are  called  visions.  Even  visions  proper  can 
hardly  have  been  made  to  the  prophets  in  ecstasy  or  trance ; 
though  vision  may  be  loosely  described  as  an  ecstatic  state.  A 
deep  truth  was  presented  to  the  inner  eye  in  vivid  colours. 
Divine  things  can  only  be  set  forth  ideally.  The  envelope  is 
sensuous  imagery  which  should  always  be  separated  from  the 
essential  truth. 

There  are  no  visions  in  Hosea,  Nahum,  and  Zephaniah. 
Ezekiel  has  many  descriptive  of  the  divine  majesty  and  the 
course  of  providence  in  the  future.  Those  in  Zecnariah  are 
artificial.  Isaiah  has  but  one  vision,  of  a  most  sublime  character 
(vi).  Those  of  Micaiah  (1  Kings  xxii.  19)  and  Amos  (ix.  1) 
are  similar.^ 

Prophetic  illumination  is  described  in  all  ancient  records,  both 
in  the  Bible  and  out  of  it,  as  a  higher,  a  divine  power,  which 
lays  hold  of  men.  It  consists  in  the  fact  of  the  Spirit's  turning 
in  as  it  were  to  a  man,  casting  the  human  spirit  out  of  its  abode, 

1  Bee  BleeVs  Emleitung,  pp.  422,  423. 
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and  putting  itself  in  place  of  it.  In  the  Old  Testament  par- 
ticularly, the  essence  of  the  true  prophet  lies  in  the  fact  that  he 
uttered  only  what  God  put  into  his  mouth,  or  what  he  heard 
from  Him;    and  that  he  did  not  speak  out  of  his  own  heart 

SNumb.  xxiv.  13 ;  xyi.  28 ;  Ezek.  xiii.  2-17 ;  1  Peter  i.  10,  etc- ; 
Fohn  xyi.  13,  etc.  ;*Deut.  xviii.  18).  The  question  has  been 
asked,  Is  this  Spirit  of  God  to  which  the  inspiration  is  ascribed, 
to  be  conceived  of  as  distinct  from  man's  spirit,  so  that  the 
inspiration  should  be  ascribed  wholly  to  it,  without  any  coopera- 
tion or  assistance?  Is  the  inspiration  a  speaking  into  the 
soul  from  without,  which  is  only  received  mechanically  by  the 
human  spirit  and  given  hejok  again?  Is  prophetic  illumina- 
tion a  supematuraT  condition— one  produced  by  a  spirit  sent 
from  God  —  in  which  the  natural  order  of  things  is  broken 
through,  as  it  were,  by  a  stroke  ?  Such  is  the  Jewish  view.  It 
is  contradicted,  however,  by  the  state  of  the  Old  Testament  pro- 
phecies, especially  as  written,  which  bear  the  irresistible  impress 
of  their  people  and  time  as  well  as  the  personality  of  the 
speaker ;  in  other  words  the  cooperation  of  his  oum  spirit.  The 
view  in  question  rests  on  the  hypothesis  that  man  in  his  ordinary 
state  must  be  whoUy  destitute  of  capacity  for  divine  things; 
and  that  all  the  divine  can  come  into  him  from  without  by 
some  other  potentiality  than  he  has  in  himself.  The  opinicoi  is 
wholly  unbiblical.  It  is  true  that  Scripture  and  all  antiquity 
regard  higher  knowledge  of  every  kind  as  God's  gift ;  but  they 
do  not  on  that  account  look  upon  men  as  the  blind  instrument 
of  Deity,  having  no  will  of  their  own,  without  power,  and 
without  any  spiritual  talent  in  particular.  On  the  contrary,  man 
has  still  the  divine  image  and  the  Spirit  of  God,  according 
to  the  Old  and  New  Testaments  (Gen.  ix.  6 ;  Ps.  viii.,  li.  13,  14; 
Bom.  i.  19,  etc. ;  ii.  14,  etc).  Without  this  spirit  within  he 
would  be  wholly  unfit  for  the  operation  of  the  Divine  Spirit. 
It  is  this  spirit  in  man  which  is  active  in  prophetic  inspira- 
tion, because  it  alone  is  the  organ  of  divine  and  heavenly  things; 
being  specifically  different  from  the  understanding,  the  organ  of 
moral  things.  Of  the  latter  the  understanding  knows  nothing, 
nor  would  it  have  a  premonition  of  aught  in  the  department 
of  the  moral  had  not  that  spark  of  God's  Spirit  been  im- 
planted in  man  which  is  a  voice  to  him  from  the  higher  world 
(1  Cor.  ii.  9,  etc.),  not  only  making  him  acquainted  with  divine 
things,  but  bringing  them  also  to  his  remembrance.  These 
ideas  of  reason, — for  the  spirit  or  higher  organ  in  man  is  nothing 
but  pure  reason — are  not  found  out  by  man  himself  through 
subtle  investigation.  They  are  revealed  to  him.  And  there  is 
none  whom  tne  voice  has  utterly  forsaken.  Thus  we  have  two 
organs^  one  for  higher  and  heavenly  things;   one  for  earthly. 


PSTCHOLOGIGAL  MJSTHOD  AKD  D£ySI/>FMENT.  439 

The  older  Christian  theology  entirely  overlooked  this  distinction 

between  '^t^  and  Trvevfia,  by  ascribing  to  human  nature  nothing 

but  a  propensity  for  earthly  things,  and  referring  all  divine 

predicates  attributed  to  man  in  virtue  of  his  constitution  (Ps.  viii ; 

Itom.  i.  19 ;  ii.  14 ;  Acts  xiv.  27,  etc. ;  Som.  vii.  22^  either  to 

the   understanding   before  the  fall,    contrary  to  the  express 

language  and  spirit  of  Scripture,  or  to  his  state  restored  by 

redemption.     By  this  means  prophecy,  and  all  manifestations  of 

the  spiritual  life,  are  regarded  as  something  supernatural.     They 

are  looked  upon  as  endowments  originating  in  a  particular 

divine  operation  and  efficacy,  which  are  only  found  within  the 

circle  of  divine  revelation,  and  are  consequently  attached  to  the 

dispensation  of  grace.     The  cause  of  the  error  lies  in  the  old 

conception  of  the  fall  as  being  a  total  abstraction  of  every  divine 

element  from  human  nature ;  and  in  the  contrast  drawn  in  the 

New  Testament  between  nature  or  t/te  natural  man,  and  spirit  or 

the  spiritual  man.     The  fall  of  man  is  not  an  alteration  of  his 

nature  but  of  his  inclination  ;  a  turning  away  from  God  and  His 

wilL     The  natural  man  in  Paul's  language  means  a  disposition 

toward  the  earthly  and  external,  which  is  averse  to  God ;  and 

which  certainly  incapacitates  him  for  divine  things  as  well  as  for 

bringing  forth  fruit  well-pleasing  to  the  Most  High.     But  this 

does  not  arise  from  innate  inability  of  his  nature,  so  that  he  cauM 

not  do  if  he  would,  but  from  a  pertersion  of  mil  and  of  the  direc- 

tioii  indicated  by  his  higher  nature.     Nature  and  the  natural  man 

are  the  names  of  this  tendencv,  because  it  arises  out  of  one  side 

of  human  nature,  and  that  the  most  visible  and  predominant ; 

we  mean  sensuousness,  which  is  the  prevailing  aspect  presented 

by  men  in  the  world.     Accordingly  flesh  and  the  carnal  man  are 

synonymous  expressions,  which  are  conmionly  admitted  to  denote 

a  tendency,  not  a  condition,  of  our  nature.     The  notion  of  the 

natural  man  is  conceived  in  the  abstract,  in  its  entire  stringency, 

only  to  shew  the  nature  of  the  law.     But  in  actual  life,  this 

condition  is  no  more  than  relative,  because  absolutely  natural 

men,  i,e.,  such  as  are  devoid  of  all  spiritual  endowment,  do  not 

exist.     Should  it  be  asked  then,  whether  prophetic  inspiration 

be  a  natural  gift  or  capability,  the  question  depends  on  what  is 

meant  by  nature  and  the  natural  man.     If  human  nature  be 

considered  in  its  entire  compass,  including  the  divine  spirit 

implanted  in  it,  prophecy  must  be  called  a  natural  endowment^ 

inasmuch  as  it  is  a  manifestation  of  this  higher  power  of  nature. 

But  when  the  latter  is  considered  in  its  divine  origin  and 

essence,  reaching  above  nature  and  climbing  into  the  higher 

world,  prophetic  inspiration  must  be  termed  a  supernatural  gift. 

The  ecclesiastical  view  has  been  the  latter,  and  it  is  so  far  true. 

In  favour  of  it  is  the  fact  that  the  human  spirit  is  strengthened 
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in  living  communion  with  God.  But  there  are  many  gradations 
in  this  communion  with  Otod,  The  more  intimate  it  is,  the 
more  actiye  will  be  the  operation  of  Qod  in  question.  Only  a 
small  niunber  of  so  called  believen  belong  to  this  communion, 
among  whom  are  the  prophets.  Men  who  rose  higher  than  the 
truly  pious  of  their  day  by  the  head  and  shoulders^  and  were 
thereK>re  counted  worthy  of  a  higher  fellowship  and  richer  out- 
pouring of  the  Spirit  qualifying  them  for  a  clearer  announce* 
ment  of  his  word  to  mankind — such  were  the  Old  Testament 
prophets.  In  this  mutual  operation,  tohat  and  haw  much  pro- 
ceeds from  man,  and  what  is  wrought  by  God,  is  wholly  inde- 
terminate, as  belonging  to  the  mysteries  of  divine  government. 
V.  The  religious  nature  and  significance  of  Hebrew 

PROPHECY  WITH  ITS  ESSENTIAL  DIFFERENCE   FROM   THE   PROPHETS 

AND  ORACLES  OF  HEATHENISM. — ^In  addition  to  worship,  all  reli- 

S'ons  have  particular  arrangements  and  institutions  for  guiding 
e  divine  life..  These  institutions  are  administered  either  bv  a 
priesthood  or  other  intermediate  persons.  Both  in  heathenism 
and  the  Old  Testament  intermediate  persons  consult  God  in 
things  pertaining  to  the  life.  These  mediators  may  be  com- 
pared to  Hebrew  prophecy,  which  is  one  such  intermediate 
instrument  between  heaven  and  earth.  But  when  we  x^ompare  a 
little  more  closely  the  mediators  of  heathenism  with  the  pro- 
phets, an  essential  difference  is  observable  between  them.  The 
first  kind  of  prophecy,  the  artificial  {rexyuicri),  which  was  the 
only  one  among  the  Romans,  consisting  in  an  explanation  of 
the  phenomena  of  nature  to  the  people,  does  not  appear  at  all  in 
the  Old  Testament,  but  is  forbidden  as  equivalent  to  idolatry 
(comp.  Ex.  xxii.  18;  Lev.  xix.  31;  xx.  6,  27;  Deut.  xviii. 
9-14).  In  the  last  passage  the  various  kinds  of  soothsaying 
are  enumerated.  The  reason  why  they  are  all  forbidden  is 
because  the  asking  of  such  things  is  an  abomination  to  God. 
He  had  driven  the  Canaanites  out  of  the  land  on  that  account. 
In  Leviticus,  it  is  considered  a  defilement  of  the  land,  like 
harlots,  illicit  intercourse,  etc.  It  is  regarded  as  an  apostasy 
from  Ood  to  false  deities,  and  is  so  brought  into  connection  with 
the  sanctity  of  the  Jewish  people,  «.^.,  with  their  separation  from 
all  nations,  that  they  might  be  dedicated  to  God  alone.  Over 
against  this  false  prophecy  the  true  is  set  forth.  God  declares 
that  he  shoidd  raise  up  a  prophet  like  imto  Moses  from  among 
the  people  themsehes,  probably  in  opposition  to  foreign  nations, 
in  whose  mouth  he  should  put  His  word.  Him  the  people  are  to 
hear  as  God.  But  if  he  presume  to  proclaim  Gbd's  word  not  as 
coming  from  above  but  out  of  his  own  heart,  he  must  die. 
"  But  the  prophet  which  shall  presume  to  speak  a  word  in  my 
name  which  I  have  not  commanded  him  to  speak,  or  that  shaU 
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speak  in  the  name  of  other  gods,  eyen  that  prophet  shall  die'' 
(Deut.  xyiii.  20).  It  is  announced  as  the  sign  of  false  prophecy 
that  the  thing  spoken  should  not  come  to  pass :  "  And  if  thou 
say  in  thine  heart  how  shall  we  know  the  word  which  the  Lord 
hath  not  spoken  :  when  a  pn^het  £^>eaketh  in  the  name  of  the 
Lord,  if  the  thing  foUow  not  nor  come  to  pass,  that  is  the  thing 
which  the  Lord  hath  not  spoken,  but  the  prophet  hath  spoken  it 
presumptuously"  (Deut.  xviii.  21,  22). 

In  the  Old  Testament  the  use  of  external  means  is  forbidden 
as  irreconcileable  with  true  faith  in  Qod^  and  connected  with 
the  divine  judgments  on  heathenism,  because  it  rests  on  nature- 
worship,  a  thing  peculiar  to  Paganism,  and  on  the  superstition 
which  puts  faith  in  higher  powers  external  to  God  and  in  juxta- 
position with  Him— powers  which  man  seeks  to  make  subservient 
to  himself.  The  Greeks  call  this  superstition,  SeurtBaifiovia. 
The  only  external  things  among  the  Jews  which  can  be  classed 
among  these  outward  means  is,  the  Urim  and  Thummim  in  the 
breastplate  of  the  high  priest,  the  ephod,  and  the  sacred  lot. 
Sut  it  should  be  remembered  that  in  the  case  of  these  it  is 
Jehovah  who  is  consulted  and  gives  the  decision.  Hence  they 
are  not  idolatry  or  superstition.  In  Num.  xxiii.,  xxiv.  we  see 
both  kinds  of  prophecy,  the  true  and  the  false,  characterising 
Judaism  and  Paganism  respectively,  united  in  Balaam.  On  the 
first  two  occasions  (chap,  xxiii.)  he  goes  aside  to  a  particular 
place  to  try  whether  God  would  meet  him.  Jehovah  meets  him 
there  and  puts  a  word  into  his  mouth  which  he  annoimces 
(xxiii.  3,  etc. ;  16,  etc.).  It  is  clear  from  the  twenty-fourth 
chapter  (first  verse)  how  this  meeting  of  God  is  to  be  imder- 
stood :  ''  He  went  not  as  at  other  times,  to  seek  for  enchant- 
ments," etc.  According  to  such  language,  ire  ad  eaptanda 
auguria  is  equivalent  to  9eek  for  enehantments  ;  and  meeting 
Ood  is  meeting  with  signs  in  nature.  Such  conduct,  according 
to  the  narrative,  he  did  not  continue  farther,  because  he 
observed  that  Jehovah's  pleasure  was  to  bless  Israel.  Hence 
he  sets  his  face  towards  Israel,  and  the  Spirit  of  God  comes 
upon  him  (ver.  2).  Before,  however,  he  announces  the  oracle, 
he  calls  himself  *'  the  man  who  heard  the  words  of  God,  who 
saw  the  vision  of  the  Almighty,  he  that  falls  to  the  ground  but 
having  his  eyes  open "  (i.e.  the  inner  eyes).  See  verses  3,  4. 
Then  he  begins  once  more,  and  utters  an  oracle  with  his 
full  heart  and  inclination,  advertising  Balak  what  this  people 
should  do  to  his  people  thereafter.  And  now  the  last  response 
follows,  which  relates  not  merely  to  the  prosperous  fortune  of 
the  Israelites  in  general,  but  to  a  far  distant  time,  and  to  their 
successes  against  nei^bouring  peoples.  Here  the  prophecy 
reached  its  height.    This  oracle  of  Balaam  represents  one  stage 
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of  Old  Testament  prophecy.     He  is  gradually  elevated  from  the 

r'tion  of  a  heathen  seer  to  that  of  an  Old  Testament  prophet, 
the  purpose  of  uttering  a  fiill  prediction  respecting  the 
Israelite  people.  We  find  also  in  Balaam  a  memorable  saying 
(zxiii.  23)  :  "  Surely  there  is  no  enchantment  in  Jacob,  neither 
is  there  any  divination  in  Israel :  At  the  time  it  shall  be  said  of 
Jacob  and  of  Israel,  What  God  will  work ;"  i.e,,  it  will  be  said 
at  the  proper  time  what  God  will  do.  These  latter  words  are 
a  designation  of  Old  Testament  prophecy.  They  contain  an 
authentic  delaration  of  God  respecting  His  purpose.  He  says,  in 
tpords,  at  the  right  time,  what  He  will  do.  Such  is  the  first  kind 
of  prophecy,—- one  which  has  no  point  of  comparison  in  hea^ 
thenism. 

The  other  kind  alone  remains  to  be  compared  with  heathenism 
— ^viz.,  ins^ration  in  dreams  and  visions,  or  in  a  waking  state 
by  word.  The  counterpart  to  it  is  the  heathen  oracle. '  On  this 
subject  many  comparisons  are  found  in  the  writings  of  the 
fathers.  A  well-known  passage  of  Clement  is  quoted  by 
Staudlin.  This  father  of  the  church  places  the  distinction 
between  heathen  and  Jewish  prophecy  in  the  fact  that  the 
heathen  seers  were  inspired  by  demons,  or  excited  by  the  influ- 
ence of  water  or  of  nunkincense;  by  narcotic  powers  of  na- 
ture, such  as  waterfalls,  vapours,  draughts  of  air ;  while,  on  the 
contarary,  the  Hebrew  prophets  foretold  events  by  the  power  and 
inspiration  of  God.^  Thus  the  difference  is  found  in  the  respec- 
tive sources.  But  most  of  the  fathers  look  for  the  ground  of 
distinction  in  the  psychological  mode  of  inspiration.  They 
suppose  that  prophecy  among  the  heathen  was  a  blind  ecstasy ; 
while  Old  Testament  prophecy  was  accompanied  with  dear  and 
intelligent  consciousness.  Hengstenberg,  however,  asserts  the 
reverse  in  his  Christology.  According  to  him,  prophecy  is  a 
thing  of  ecstasy — ^the  difference  consisting  in  this,  that  heathen 
prophecy  is  a  stirring  up  of  the  lower  powers  against  the  higher, 
a  tumult  of  momentaiT  madness;  while  Old  Testament  pro- 
phecy is  effected  by  unfettering  the  highest  powers  of  the  soul, 
and  giving  scope  to  its  sublimest  life ;  in  which  case  the  lower 
capacities  recede  into  the  background.  Thus  there  is  an  ecstasy 
caused  by  divine  afflatus. 

This  hypothesis  is  more  correct  than  that  of  Jahn,  who  says 
that  the  difference  lies  in  the  nature,  contents,  and  end  of  biblical 
prophecies.  According  to  him,  the  oracles  and  predictions  of 
the  heathen  are  nothing  but  isolated  utterances,  which  not  only 
have  no  connection  with  one  another,  but  are  often  contra- 
dictory, ajs  proceeding  from  different  gods.     On  the  contrary, 

1  Stromata,  Lib.  i.,  400.  Gomp.  Kaye*s  account  of  tiie  writings  and  opinions  of 
Clement  of  Alexandria,  p.  404,  ed.  1836. 
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the  Biblical  prophecies  are  a  connected  collection.^  Again,  the 
heathen  oracles  have  no  other  end  than  to  help  persons  or  states 
out  of  embarrassment  regarding  the  future,  or  to  satisfy  curi- 
osity, or  to  manage  the  people.  But  the  Biblical  relate  to  the 
secrets  of  God,  serve  to  confirm  the  divine  mission  of  the  prophets, 
and  so  to  place  the  certainty  of  their  doctrine  beyond  all  doubt, 
as  well  as  to  prove  that  the  God  who  sent  them  is  the  only  true 
God  who  knows  the  ftiture  (comp.  Is.  xxix.  16,  16 ;  xl.  11-16, 
etc.,  etc.)  The  heathen  oracles  only  relate  to  the  immediate 
future,  when  the  causes  of  the  predicted  event  were  already 
operative.  But  the  Biblical  prophecies  occasionally  refer  to 
very  remote  occurrences,  which  lay  whoUy  beyond  the  horizon 
of  human  vision.  In  like  manner,  their  obscurity  is  not  so  great 
as  that  of  the  heathen  prophecies ;  nor  are  they  ambiguous  but 
definite.  Here  Jahn  compares  the  views  of  the  prophets  to  per- 
spective paintings,  with  a  foreground  definite  and  plain,  a  back- 
ground encroaching  on  the  foreground,  and  objects  between 
becoming  more  and  more  indistinct  till  all  is  lost  in  shadow. 
There  are  various  defects  in  this  comparison,  such  as  that  the 
Hebrew  prophets  predicted  ftiture  events  in  definite  terms,  etc , 
etc.'  The  true  difference  lies  in  the  cause  and  mode  of  the  inspi- 
ration. In  visions  and  dreams  there  are  intuitions.  The  pre- 
conscious  region  of  the  soul  contributes  to  them,  as  has  been 
already  explained.  And  though  the  state  may  be  called. in  a 
measure  ecstatic,  all  self-consciousness  is  not  lost,  neither  is  the 
connection  with  the  external  world  wholly  dissevered.  If  it 
were,  the  images  received  coidd  hardly  be  reproduced  and  trans- 
lated into  the  expressions  of  intelligent  consciousness  afterwards. 
Visions,  however,  were  not  characteristic  of  prophecy.  Hence, 
even  on  Hengstenberg's  hypothesis,  ecstasy  is  not  a  constant  cri- 
terion of  it.  Although,  therefore,  visions  have  their  counterpart 
in  heathenism,  they  are  a  contrast  to  the  phenomena  belonging 
to  it,  as  far  as  their  real  nature  is  concerned.  Whatever  analogy 
of  mianifestation  the  two  present,  they  are  decidedly  and  intrin- 
sically unlike.  Nothing  out  of  the  soul's  preconscious  region 
intrudes  into  the  phenomena  of  the  heathen  divination-state. 
Fancy  plays  its  part  there ;  the  spirit  being  unusually  excited 
by  causes  in  nature.  Feeling  has  greater  scope  and  power, 
because  it  is  more  active  in  the  ordinary  state  characteristic  of 
heathen  prophets.  The  spirit  is  not  brought  into  closer  relation 
to  the  Deity,  as  in  Old  Testament  visions. 

Heathen  prophecies  and  oracles  are  mere  soothsaying;  i,e,, 
means  of  prying  into  the  ftiture  for  external,  political,  and 
material  ends,  without  any  higher  idea  or  universal  and  moral 

1  Enleitosg,  iweyter  Thefl,  p.  339.  *  Ibid,  pp.  341,  et  seqq. 
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aims,  because  they  were  either  in  the  service  of  particular  cor- 
porations and  communities  or  of  individuals.  In  earlier  times 
they  contained  fatherly  counsels  and  admonitions.     Traditions 

S'lven  by  ancient  men  in  prior  ages  were  embodied  in  them. 
ut  in  a  degenerate  age  they  gradually  became  mere  jugglery, 
to  deceive  the  people,  and  satisfy  curiosity  or  self-inter€»t.  They 
were  therefore  a  play  of  skill  and  cunning.  The  chief  ingre- 
dient in  them  was  the  love  of  gain. 

The  principal  work  on  the  subject  of  the  ancient  oracles  is 
that  of  Van  Dale,  "De  Oraculis  Ethnicorum  Dissertationes 
Duse,"  published  at  Amsterdam  in  1683,  12mo.,  which  was 
entirely  directed  against  the  erroneous  theory  maintained  by  the 
fathers — ^viz.,  that  detnam  were  the  inspirers  of  heathen  oracles.* 
But,  though  successful  enough  in  its  function  of  destruction,  as 
an  affirmative  or  reconstructive  work  the  treatise  of  Van  Dale 
is  most  unsatisfactory.  De  Quincey  justly  remarks  that  Fon- 
teneUe's  "History  of  Oracles,  and  the  Cheats  of  the  Pagan 
Priests,  etc.,*'  1688,  London,  8vo.,  is  based  upon  it,  adding 
nothing  of  value. 

On  ttie  other  hand,  the  Hebrew  prophets  were  public  orators, 
to  proclaim  and  enforce  divine  truths  and  laws.  They  were 
representatives  of  the  theocratic  constitution  and  its  fimda- 
mental  principles ;  defenders  of  God's  cause  against  the  passions 
and  errors  of  the  time — against  kings,  nobles,  priests,  and  people. 
The  distinction  between  the  Biblical  and  heathen  propnet  has 
its  deep  ground  in  the  difference  of  the  respective  religions ;  of 
polytheism  and  pantheism  on  the  one  hand,  and  monotheism  on 
the  other.  The  former  have  no  proper  dogmas,  but  mere  forms 
of  worship,  symbols,  and  myths.  And  the  reason  of  that  charac- 
teristic arises  from  the  fact  of  the  Deity  not  being  conceived  of 
as  an  eternal  Being  but  originating  in  time  ;  whether,  as  in 
the  Oriental  pantheism,  he  does  not  attain  to  consciousness  till  a 
certain  stage  in  the  gradual  development  of  the  world,  or  that 
deities  are  bom  from  one  another  in  time.  Hence  we  find 
in  it  nothing  more  than  a  history  of  the  manifold  evolutions 
and  developments  of  the  divine  essence,  which  do  not  take 
place  according  to  moral  ideas  and  laws,  though  they  are  not 
wholly  unfettered,  but  subject  to  fate,  which  is  blind,  having 
only  a  dark  impulse  of  right  mixed  with  caprice.  Here  the 
intercourse  with  men  is  an  immoral  thing :  the  gods  visit  the 
daughters  of  men.  All  that  is  contained  m  heathenism  is  only 
mythology  and  symbol — i.e.,  a  traditional  form  of  divine  wor- 
ship. It  is  true  that  conscience  has  not  entirely  left  itdelf 
wimout  a  witness  even  there.     Hence  the  felt  want  of  unity, 

^  See  V^achBinath's  Hellen.  Althertbiunflbmde,  vol.  ii.,  p.  164,  et  seqq. 
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right,  order,  which  sou&;ht  for  something  satisfying  amid  the 
confusion,  by  saving  itself  in  the  obscure  idea  oi  fate.  Yet  there 
is  no  clear  consciousness  in  that  solution.  The  heathen  also 
regarded  their  gods  as  the  avengers  of  wrong  and  rewarders  of 
right. 

A  clearer  consciousness  expressed  in  moral  conceptions  and  in 
truths  of  a  moral  nature  is  found  in  the  poets  and  philosophers 
of  antiquity,  who  are  the  first  that  can  be  compared  with  the 
prophets  of  the  Old  Testament.  Ottfried  Miiller  has  referred 
to  a  deity  among  the  Greeks  (he  is  Apollo  among  the  Dorians), 
who  certainly  appears  to  present  the  moral  principle  which  we 
miss  in  heathenism.  In  Apollo  he  has  pointed  out  a  god  of 
light — a  principle  of  right,  order,  and  moral  purity — who  also 
appeared  as  the  messenger  of  Zeus,  and  had  nothing  in  common 
with  the  deities  of  the  elementary  religions.^  This  fact  may  be 
significant  in  relation  to  primitive  times ;  but  at  any  rate  the 
principle  was  not  operative  either  in  the  more  ancient  or  later 
practice.  This  is  obvious  from  the  one  question,  why  waa  it 
not  preserved  and  maintained  P 

Monotheism  brings  with  it  nothing  but  religious  truths,  in 
the  province  of  the  ethical.  Man  ascends  by  Mth  to  the  appre- 
hension of  one  God  only,  and  must  therefore  consider  Him  not 
oidy  as  the  fountain  of  all  life,  but  also  as  the  aim  of  every 
living  thing — ^the  Being  who  is  conducting  everything  to  one 
great  end.  Herein  lies  the  clear  conception  of  an  end  and  order 
in  the  constitution  of  the  world.  The  former  is  determined  by 
God's  holiness,  in  virtue  of  which  He  seeks  to  make  all  things 
subservient  to  one  grand  design,  and  to  bring  them  into  union 
with  himself.  The  Jatter,  which  is  moral,  serves  as  a  mean  to 
this,  since  it  is  chosen  with  wisdom  and  controlled  by  omnipo- 
tence. All  existing  things  are  judged  by  their  adaptation  to 
effect  the  end  the  Creator  has  in  view;  and  are  righteously 
rewarded  as  they  promote  or  hinder  it.  Thus  a  twofold  idea 
lies  in  monotheism ;  the  idea  of  a  holy  God,  and  -its  practical 
realization  or  in  other  words  the  sanctification  of  humanity, 
which  is  a  necessary  consequence  of  such  Being's  existence. 
This  realization  of  God's  end  is  the  object  of  man's  faiths  and 
struggles.  It  is  the  object  of  divine  revelations,  which  are 
intended  to  educate  man,  because  he  is  too  weak  to  reach  his 
own  consummation.  What  form  then  did  this  educational 
course  take  in  Hebraism  P  The  ideas  and  problems  of  humanity 
appear  there  in  a  particular  setting  and  application  in  conse- 
quence of  the  theocratic  principle.  In  the  first  place,  the  end 
of  God  in  the  world,  the  sanctincation  of  humanity  is  presented 

^  History  and  AntiquitieB  of  the  Dorio  nioe,  toI.  i.  p.  d29« 
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in  national  limitation,  or  in  other  words  as  a  sanctification  of 
the  Israelite  people ;  and  secondly,  the  means  of  moral  order  is 
represented  as  a  kingdom  of  God  on  earth,  a  formal  constitutioii 
or  covenant,  in  whicn  God  appears  as  king — all  laws  being  the 
expression  of  his  will,  and  all  visible  magistrates  his  officers. 
Sut  such  limitation  constantly  shews  iteeS  to  be  preliminary. 
With  an  ever-growing  tendency  to  universality  it  cannot  be 
the  ultimate  aim  but  merely  a  means  of  reaching  it — a  method  of 
grounding  men  in  God's  educational  plan.  The  essence  of  the 
Messianic  idea  lies  in  this.  To  keep  alive  in  the  people  the 
elevated  idea  and  destination  of  the  theocracy,  to  inculcate  it 
when  it  was  in  danger  of  being  forgotten,  to  develop  it  on  dif- 
ferent sides  and  apply  it  to  different  relations;  such  was  the 
vocation  of  the  prophets.  They  were  therefore  God's  speakers 
to  proclaim  his  will ;  defenders  and  guardians  of  the  theocratic 
principle,  each  in  his  own  manner.  From  this  it  is  clear  that 
while  they  were  religious  mediators,  they  were  at  the  same  time 
political  speakers  and  demagogues,  because  in  the  theocratical 
principle,  as  in  every  religion,  the  religious  and  political  are 
connected.  So  far  they  resembled  the  orators  of  antiquity.  A 
great  historical  development  of  the  theocratic  idea  pervades  thdr 
discourses. 

VI.  Relation  op  prophecy  to  the  Mosaic  constitution  and 
LAW. — ^Two  elements  in  the  Mosaic  constitution  may  be  distin- 
guished, a  belief  in  the  doctrine  of  the  true  God,  His  nature,  will, 
relation  to  Israel,  and  from  them  outward  to  the  rest  of  mankind, 
as  well  as  in  Israel's  relation  to  Him,  including  their  holy  destina- 
tion— ^in  a  word,  belief  in  the  kingdom  of  God.  It  also  implies 
a  connected  system  of  prescribed  actions  and  forms  in  which  the 
relation  is  represented  symholically.  This  symbolic,  however,  is 
not  merely  an  external  service  and  sacrifice  as  it  appears  among^ 
other  peoples,  but  embraces  the  entire  life  by  virtue  of  the  theo- 
cratic idea.  One  has  only  to  think  of  the  laws  of  purification 
to  be  convinced  that  it  enters  into  all  relations  of  justice  and 
politics.  Faith  is  the  inner  side  of  it,  the  two  being  mutually 
related  as  substance  and  form,  spirit  and  letter.  The  spiritual 
and  the  legal  are  easily  distinguished.  They  are  represented  by 
two  kinds  of  intermediate  persons  wholly  different  from  one 
another,  prophets  and  priests.  To  the  latter  were  entrusted  the 
entire  Mosaic  legislation,  the  symholicy  the  culttis,  and  also  the 
administration  of  justice.  They  were  the  administrators  of  tra- 
ditional usages  and  laws.  For  this  purpose  a  certain  degree  of 
knowledge  and  skill  was  necessary,  and  therefore  it  was  attached 
to  a  particular  office  with  an  income  to  live  upon.  It  was  the 
privilege  of  an  especial  class  in  which  it  was  hereditary — ^the 
priestly  class,      .^d  here,  as  in  every  other  like  case,  the 
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faults  of  the  sacerdotal  condition  made  their  appearance,  viz,, 
an  excessive  inclination  to  ceremonies,  an  exaggerated  esti- 
mate of  the  external,  with  a  neglect  of  the  thing  itself.  What 
made  the  fault  greater  was,  that  the  priests  also  strengthened 
the  inclination  of  the  people  for  the  outward.  On  the  other 
side  stood  the  prophets,  whose  office  it  was  to  maiTitain  the 
spirit  of  the  theocracy,  and  to  explain  the  sense  of  the  symbols 
with  spiritual  freedom.  As  representatives  of  the  theocracy, 
they  had  to  apply  it  to  circumstances.  It  was  theirs  to  hold 
up  to  view  the  true  sense  of  the  laws  and  usages  handed 
down.  Their  business  was  to  explain  the  law  in  all  its  fullness. 
In  this  manner  the  prophets  continued  the  work  of  Moses, 
whose  representatives  and  successors  they  were.  They  conserved 
and  propagated  Mosaism,  whose  triumph  they  contributed  to 
bring  about  in  the  family  of  Israel,  notwithstanding  the 
idolatrous  tendencies  of  the  people  and  the  infraction  of  a 
fundamental  principle  of  the  theocracy  by  the  establishment 
of  monarchy.  They  educated  the  community,  leading  them 
forward  toirards  the  state  for  which  they  were  intended  by  God. 
The  prophets  formed  a  coimterpoise  and  check  to  the  power  of 
the  positive  and  formal.  They  represented  and  fostered  a  prin- 
ciple of  progress  by  which  Mosaism  was  developed  and  spiritual- 
ised— a  principle  that  gave  birth  to  Christianity,  Thus  they 
did  not  place  themselves  above  it,  as  though  it  ceased  to  be  a 
rule  demanding  obedience.  They  unfoldad  its  requirements 
and  enforced  its  authoril^,  by  exciting  a  higher  and  more 
spiritual  apprehension  of  its  import.  To  a  certain  extent  they 
anticipated  its  proper  and  frdl  siffnificancy — ^viz.,  that  obedience 
to  God  is  the  true  sacrifice  well-pleasing  in  His  sight.     In  inter- 

Sreting  it  thus,  thev  announced  the  future  development  of  the 
ivine  kingdom.  The  history  of  the  Jews  abundantly  shows 
that  they  needed  to  be  constantly  called  to  a  sense  of  its  claims. 
Able  as  they  were  occasionally  to  rise  above  its  forms,  they  saw 
that  external  sacrifices  must  eventually  give  place  to  the  true 
sacrifice  of  the  heart  and  life  which  Jehovah  requires.  But 
though  they  had  glimpses  of  a  future  when  the  Mosaic  sacri- 
fices should  cease,  they  did  not  think  of  altering  them*  Those 
offerings  were  a  necessary  discipline,  preparing  the  people  for 
what  they  foreshadowed.  In  getting  beyond  the  form  to  the 
underlving  substance,  they  could  denounce  undue  reliance  on 
such  observances  as  outwardly  efficacious ;  glancing  forward  to 
a  period  when  the  moral  law  should  be  inscribed  on  the  heart 
as  a  rule  of  life,  and  the  ceremonial  be  done  away  by  virtue  of 
the  great  offering  in  which  Messiah  should  shew  the  moral 

E>wer  of  self-sacrifice  to  God.     Their  ethics  appeared  most 
vourably  in  inculcating  the  sentiment  that  obedience  is  better 
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than  sacrifice.  ''  He  hath  shewed  thee,  O  man,  what  is  good ; 
and  what  doth  the  Lord  require  of  thee  but  to  do  justly,  and  to 
love  mercy,  oud  to  walk  humbly  with  thy  God"  (Micah  vi.  18). 
So  Joel  addresses  the  people :  "  Kend  your  heart  and  not  your 
garments''  (ii.  13).  In  this  ethical  exposition  of  the  legal  there 
was  nothing  absolutely  new.  The  intention  of  the  old  law  vrsa 
simply  evolved,  A  few  passages  which  seem  to  imply  censure  of 
the  law,  do  not  bear  that  meaning  when  properly  understood,  as 
Hosea  vi.  6 ;  Is.  i.  13-14 ;  Jer.  vii.  22.  Here  there  is  merely  a 
strong  contrast  between  moral  requirements  and  outward  com- 
pliance with  the  law  of  Moses.  The  way  in  which  it  is  expressed 
unplies  a  consciousness  of  the  law's  symbolical  character.  The 
law  was  to  be  transformed  into  an  inward  and  spiritual  rule 
written  on  the  heart ;  and  then  outward  sacrifices,  and  all  such 
means  of  atonement  should  cease,  as  Jeremiah  declares  (xxxi. 
31,  etc.)  The  same  sentiment  appears  in  Is.  Ixvi.  20,  and  Joel 
iii.  1.  "Thus  while  they  refer  men  to  a  study  of  the  law,  they 
express  also  its  Ufe  in  fresh  forms  of  their  own.  They  lay  stress 
on  its  external  ceremonies,  but  they  cry  out  for  that  which  it 
expresses,  even  a  conformity  of  mind,  and  by  consequence  of 
life,  to  the  unwritten  word  which  stands  fast  in  the  counsel  of 
Qod."^  In  the  Book  of  Deuteronomy,  the  law  is  similarly 
treated.  Circumcision  of  the  heart  is  mculcated.  The  Mosaic 
legislation  is  somewhat  spiritualised. 

A  few  exceptions  to  tiiis  prophetic  treatment  of  the  Mosaic 
law  appear.  But  they  are  only  exceptions  in  which  ceremonial 
transgression  is  blamed,  as  in  Mai.  i.  13,  14,  where  the  bringing 
of  blemished  animals  is  reproved;  in  Is.  Ixvi.  17,  where  the 
eating  of  swine's  flesh  is  spoken  against ;  and  Ezek.  xx.  11-13, 
xxii.  8,  where  Sabbath-breaking  is  censured.  Here  the  influence 
of  later  Judaism  is  seen,  not  the  inculcation  of  that  genuine 
theocratic  life  which  breathes  the  true  spirit  of  the  law.^ 

VII.  Call  to  the  prophetic  ministry. — The  remarkable 
influence  which  the  prophets  legitimately  exerted  could  only 
prevail  when  it  was  associated  with  a  superior  power  of  the 
spirit,  which  \a  neither  the  privilege  nor  possession  of  a  definite 
order  of  men.  The  prophetic  work  must  be  done  by  men  who 
feel  themselves  inwardly  called  to  it.  Hence  it  was  not  a  here- 
ditary thing.  It  was  attached  to  no  outward  condition.  Jffo 
f  articular  station  or  rank  claimed  it.  Birth  did  not  aflect  it. 
t  was  associated  only  with  the  full  power  of  the  Spirit's 
inward  attestation.  The  office  rested  on  the  idea  of  having 
an  immediate  call  from  God,  imder  the  irresistible  impulse  of  the 

*  Dr.  R.  Williams  in  A  Dialogue  of  the  Knowledge  of  the  Supreme  Lord,  in 
which  are  compared  the  claims  of  Cnristianity  and  Hinduism,  etc.,  p.  311. 

*  See  Tholuck,  Die  Fropheten,  u.  s.  w.,  p.  36  et  seqq. 
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divine  Spirit,  or  through  an  inspiration ;  and  the  force  of  such 
call  is  often  represent^  imnbolically  by  the  alleged  striving  of 
the  men  against  it,  their  hesitation  to  undertake  the  work,  and 
their  objections.  Thus  there  is  sometimes  a  sort  of  dialogue 
between  God  and  them  (Is.  vi.  etc.).  So  it  was  also  with  Balaam, 
who  strove  to  say  evil  and  could  not  (Num.  xxii.-xxiv.). 

Music  may  have  been  one  of  the  characteristic  means  employed 
by  the  prophets  for  putting  themselves  into  a  state  of  mind 
more  susceptible  of  inspiration.  Yet  it  is  but  twice  mentioned. 
When  Elisha  was  asked  his  advice  on  a  certain  occasion,  he 
caused  a  minstrel  to  be  brought ;  and  as  the  latter  played  on  his 
instrument,  the  hand  of  the  Lord  came  upon  the  prophet.  But 
as  he  belonged  to  the  prophetic  association,  and  we  read  that 
disciples  in  the  prophetic  schools  had  psaltery,  harp,  tabret,  and 

Eipe,  while  they  went  in  procession  (1  Sam.  x.),  the  usage  may 
ave  been  pecidiar  to  such  schools.  It  is  not  mentioned  else* 
where.  We  think  it  probable  that  it  was  only  employed  occa- 
sionally, and  for  the  most  part  in  the  earlier  period. 

Except  the  inward  call  to  the  prophetic  office,  which  was 
indispensable,  nothing  outward  in  the  form  of  ceremony  or 
inauguration  seems  to  have  been  practised.  The  people  as  well 
as  the  men  themselves  deemed  the  divine  impulse  sufficient. 
Anointing  may  have  been  used  on  some  occasions.  The  only 
circumstances  that  favour  the  idea  of  such  imction  having  been 
practised  are,  that  Elijah  was  divinely  commanded  to  anoint 
his  successor  Elisha  (1  Kings  xix.  16)  (a  commission  which  may 
not  have  been  executed,  for  the  record  says  nothing  of  its  being 
done);  that  in  Is,  Ix.  1,  the  prophet  says,  "the  spirit  of  the 
Lord  God  is  upon  me ;  because  the  Lord  hath  anointed  me"  etc, ; 
and  that  the  expression  Jehovah's  anointed,  in  Psalm  cv.,  15,  is 
parallel  to  prophets.  But  these  expressions  in  Isaiah  and  the 
psalm  refer  rather  to  spiritual  anointing — ^the  influence  of  the 
Spirit  upon  their  souls.  We  infer,  therefore,  that  the  prophets 
were  not  inaugurated  by  unction.  Nor  does  the  imposition 
of  hands  appear  to  have  been  practised  at  their  entrance  upon 
office,  as  a  sign  that  the  Spirit  of  God  was  conveyed  to  them. 
Moses  indeed  put  his  hands  upon  Joshua  (Deut.  xxxiv.  9) ;  but 
even  Elijah  did  not  so  dedicate  Elisha. 

VIII.  Signs  and  wonders  employed  by  the  prophets. 
— Occasionally  the  prophets  strengthened  the  faith  of  others 
in  what  they  said  by  signs  (H^K,  n$1&)*  These  were  given  to 
prove  or  confirm  what  they  promised  or  predicted — tokens  or 
pledges  of  the  fulfilment  of  their  utterances.  Hence  they  related 
to  the  ftiture,  and  consisted  either  in  foretelling  some  minor 
event  whose  fulfilment  served  as  a  proof  of  the  future  fulfil- 
ment of  the  entire  prophecy ;  or  in  making  persons  symbolical 
VOL.  n.  29 
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types  shadowing  forth  to  the  outward  senses  future  things,  and 
so  becoming  sensible  pledges  of  their  occurrence. 

1.  An  example  of  the  former  is  the  sign  announced  by  the 
prophet  to  EK,  concerning  the  destruction  of  his  house — viz., 
that  his  two  sons  should  die  in  one  day  (1  Sam.  ii.  27-34). 
Here  it  will  be  observed  that  the  sign  is  not  a  wonderful  or 
miraculous  event,  but  a  natural  occurrence.  The  wonderful  is  in 
the  foretelling  of  it.  In  like  manner  Samuel,  after  anointing 
Saul,  gives  him  three  different  signSy  to  assure  him  that  Grod 
should  henceforth  be  with  him  (1  Sam.  x.  2,  etc.)  Other 
examples  occur  in  1  Kings  xiii.  1-3,  Jer.  xliv.  29,  30.  In- 
stances of  the  same  kind,  where  the  sign  itself  is  supernatural, 
may  be  found  in  Is.  xxxviii.  7,  22;  2  Kings  xx.  3-11.  In 
botn  cases  the  miraculousness  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  fact 
that  the  description  is  later  than  the  things  themselves,  so  that 
their  original  form  cannot  now  be  separated  from  the  magnify- 
ing excrescences  it  subsequently  received. 

2.  The  prophets  also  present  themselves  as  signs,  by  performing 
symbolical  actions,  and  thus  showing  forth  in  their  own  persons 
what  should  happen  afterwards  (Is.  xx.  3 ;  Ezek.  xii.  6, 11 ;  xxiv. 
24,  27).  Or  they  make  others  signs,  as  Isaiah  does  his  children 
(Is.  viii.  18). 

In  all  cases  we  must  look  upon  these  signs  as  intended  to 
create  and  strengthen  the  belief  of  the  people  in  the  certainty  of 
the  prophets'  announcements,  which  seemed  the  more  necessary 
because  the  things  proclaimed  were  ftiture. 

It  is  needless  to  speak  of  JllrtK  signs,  when  not  connected 
with  proper  prophets.  Their  signification  is  then  more  general. 
The  two  terms  H^K  and  HSID  {sign  and  wonder)  are  often  found 
together;  the  latter  being  more  restricted  in  sense  than  the 
former,  if  they  be  used  separately.  They  are  used  synonym- 
ously together. 

IX.  Historical  development  of  Hebrew  prophecy  in 
rrs  relation  to  the  priesthood. — ^The  opposition  between  the 
two  orders  did  not  exist  in  heathenism,  or  at  least  was  not 
developed.  There  oracles  either  belong  to  the  priests,  or  are 
managed  in  their  interest  and  spirit.  Strictly  speaking,  how- 
ever, the  close  priesthood  as  a  caste,  with  its  cultus,  was  a  later 
institution  than  the  prophetic  order  or  seers,  who  are  found 
among  the  rudest  nations  on  the  low  stand-point  of  Fetichism. 
The  original  Chamanism  was  subsequently  drawn  into  and 
swallowed  up  by  the  priesthood.  Just  so  in  the  Old  Testament 
did  the  peculiar  significance  and  activity  of  prophetism  with  its 
contrast  to  the  priesthood  gradually  develop  itself  and  then  dis- 
appear.    It  was  not  a  perfect  institution  at  once.    But  it  is 
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difGiciilt  to  present  a  historical  development  of  its  course,  because 
the  sources  of  our  knowledge  are  obscure. 

At  the  earliest  time  of  its  manifestation,  the  period  of  the 
Judges  and  first  Kings,  prophecy  appears  only  in  isolated  traces. 
Two  kinds  of  oracles  may  however  be  distinguished,  the  material 
and  theocratic.  The  former  of  these  was  continuously  under 
priestly  guidance  ;  the  latter  appeared  scatteredly,  on  extraordi- 
nary occasions,  in  particular  ambassadors  of  God.     To  the  first, 

belongs  tJie  asking  of  Ood  (Hjn^S  /fcf?^)  chiefly  in  political  or 

material  aJBTairs,  as  war,  the  choice  of  a  king,  etc.  Such  consul- 
tation is  but  indefinitely  mentioned,  and  omy  at  the  sanctuary ; 
yet  without  specifying  the  means,  as  Judg.  i.  1 ;  xx.  18,  etc. 
Where  the  means  are  given,  the  asking  is  almost  always  by 
priests,  through  the  Urim  and  Thummim,  the  holy  ark,  and  the 
ephod.     . 

The  Urim  and  Thummim  was  an  ornament  on  the  high 
priest'sff  dress.  In  Egypt  something  of  the  same  kind  was 
suspended  from  the  neck  of  the  judges.  The  phrase  means 
light  and  truth  ;  and  the  thing,  whatever  it  was,  did  not  consist 
in  sacred  lota  or  in  gems.  The  ephod  was  an  image  or  bust, 
made  perhaps  of  wood  covered  with  gold,  as  Michaelis  sup- 
poses. Such  a  figure  was  fabricated  by  Gideon  (Judff.  viii. 
24-27).  The  idol  of  Micah  and  the  Danites  is  also  caUed  an 
ephod  (Judg;  xvii.  3-6 ;  xviii.  17-20).  It  is  not  likely  that 
Gideon  would  have  made  an  image  or  bust  to  a  heathen 
god;  and  therefore  we  must  suppose  it  to  have  been  an 
image  to  Jehovah,  like  Aaron's  golden  calf  in  the  wilderness. 
In  Mosaism,  such  images  were  strictly  forbidden.  The  case 
of  the  Teraphim  which  had  a  human  form,  amounts  to  the 
same.  These  prophetic  images,  which  were  supposed  to  give 
responses  in  doubtful  cases,  were  unsanctioned  by  the  mw, 
though  greatly  venerated  in  the  earlier  and  heroic  times  (Judg. 
xvii.,  xviii.). 

The  first  way,  viz.,  of  asking  by  Urim  and  Thummim,  the 
ephod,  the  holy  ark,  to  which  may  be  added  the  casting 
of  the  sacred  lot,  occurs  in  the  books  of  Samuel,  and  was 
practised  under  Samuel,  Saul,  and  David.  Thus  the  choice  of 
§aul  was  made,  according  to  Samuel's  direction,  by  the  lot 
(1  Sam.  X.  17,  etc.).  The  ark  was  employed  under  Haul  (xiv. 
18,  36,  37).  David  inquired  of  the  Lord  respecting  Keilah 
(1  Sam.  xxiii.  2,  etc.) ;  about  pursuing  the  Amalekites,  by  the 
ephod  (xxx.  7,  etc.) ;  about  the  choice  of  a  royal  residence 
(2  Sam.  ii.  1,  etc.) ;  concerning  war  with  the  Philistines  (2  Sam. 
T.  19,  etc.) ;  and  respecting  a  famine  (2  Sam.  xxi.  1,  etc.).  In 
addition  to  these  modes  of  inquiring  at  Jehovah  there  were  also 
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prohibited  ways  of  prying  into  the  future,  such  as  sorcery  and 
necromancy  which  Saul  had  put  away  from  the  land  (1  Sam. 
xxviii.  3,  9),  though  he  was  induced  himself  to  visit  the  witch 
of  Endor.  The  method  we  have  noticed  is  the  artificial.  But 
there  was  another.  On  extraordinary  occasions  particular  men 
of  Ood  appeared  for  the  purpose  of  announcing  punishment  or 
making  a  charge  against  the  rulers  or  people,  in  the  very  strain 
of  the  later  prophets,  and  as  representatives  of  the  theocratic 
principle.  These  special  messengers  of  Jehovah,  or  individual 
prophets,  disappeared  after  executing  their  commission.  The 
mention,  however,  of  the  men  of  God  m  the  period  of  the  Judges 
does  not  belong  to  the  primary  sources  of  the  book,  but  rather 
to  the  redaction.  And  the  redaction,  as  well  as  the  existing 
form  of  the  historical  books,  is  confessedly  late.  Hence  the 
cases  in  question  are  scarcely  historical.  Thus  in  Judg.  ii.  1, 
etc.,  a  messenger  (not  an  angel)  came  from  Gilgal  to  Bochim 
(Judg.  vi.  7,  etc. ;  x.  11,  etc.).  In  the  last  passage  Jehovah 
himself  is  introduced  as  speaking.  The  sources,  irrespeotive  of 
the  redaction,  do  not  contain  messages  of  this  nature,  i  et  even 
these  messengers  announce  no  general  theocratic  principles. 
They  come  rather  to  give  definite  conmiands  from  God,  or  to 
proclaim  the  issue  of  a  thing.  The^  are  oracles.  To  this  class 
belongs,  in  a  measure,  Deborah,  who  is  called  a  prophetess  (Judg. 
iv.  4),  so  far  as  she  was  sent  with  a  message  in  the  name  of  God. 
But  she  may  also  have  got  the  name  for  the  same  reason  as 
Miriam,  Moses's  sister,  because  of  het*  song  (Ex.  xv.  20).  Besides, 
angels  came  as  messengers,  to  call  forth  God's  heroes,  or  to 
announce  their  appearance  (Judg.  vi.  11 ;  xiii.  3,  etc.).  Iix 
1  Sam.  ii.  27,  a  man  of  God  was  sent  to  Eli  to  tell  him  of  the 
rejection  of  his  house.  There  were  also  so-called  men  of  Ood 
who  were  consulted  in  things  of  conmion  life  for  payment,  such 
as  to  find  something  lost  (1  Sam.  ix.  8).  These  were  first  styled 
seers.  Such  was  Samuel  at  the  beginning,  being  asked  about 
the  lost  asses  of  Kish.  Such  too  was  Gad,  in  the  time  of  David 
(2  Sam.  xxiv.).  So  much  for  the  period  of  the  Judges,  in  which 
Mens.  Nicolas  singles  out  the  three  prophets  mentioned,  Judg. 
ii.  1-3,  20,  21 ;  vi.  8-10 ;  1  Sam.  ii.  27-36,  as  proper  represen- 
tatives of  Mosaism  and  similar  to  the  later  prophets,  without 
considering  the  late  redaction  of  the  books  of  Judges  and  Samuel, 
or  the  passing  nature  of  the  messages.^ 

Both  were  united  in  Samuel,  the  artificial  oracle  and  the  joro- 
phetic  office.  The  latter  appeared  as  a  public  institute — a  pro- 
fession— ^forming  an  important  counterpoise  to  priesthood  and 
kingship.     As  its  origin  was  contemporaneous  with  that  of  the 

1  Etudes  critiques  sur  la  Bible,  p.  331,  et  aeqq. 
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kingly  office  in  Israel,  it  has  been  inferred  that  Samuel,  when 
he  saw  that  a  king  was  inevitable,  thought  among  other  things 
of  the  Hebrew  prophets  as  a  check  to  the  power  and  future 
tyranny  of  the  kings.  In  opposition  to  this,  Mons.  Nicolas  con- 
tends that  the  historical  data  derivable  from  1  Sam.  viii.,  ix., 
and  X.,  shew  schools  of  the  prophets  anterior  to  the  establish- 
ment of  monarchy.^  But  it  is  impossible  to  prove  their  exist- 
ence before  Samuel  from  the  chapters  in  question.  The  organ- 
ization of  prophetism  was  the  work  of  his  mature  age  ;  and 
it  was  not  till  his  old  age  that  the  establishment  of  monarchy 
appeared  a  necessary  guarantee  for  order  and  security,  which  the 
ephemeral  authority  of  judges  had  failed  to  be.  He  was  loath 
as  a  parent  to  discover  the  unfitness  of  his  sons  for  supreme 
power  and  their  inability  to  succeed  him ;  but  their  unworthi- 
ness  was  forced  upon  him  in  old  age  in  a  manner  he  could  not 
resist  seeing.  It  is  probable  therefore  that  the  establishment 
of  a  prophetic  order  did  not  enter  into  Samuel's  plan,  though  it 
subsequently  proved  a  useful  instrument  of  resistance  to  the 
tmjustifiable  measures  of  many  kings.  Rather  did  he  intend  to 
dimise  among  the  Hebrews  right  ideas  of  God's  kingdom  and 
government  by  establishing  the  ministry  of  the  Spirit  on  a  solid 
basis.  The  rise  of  the  kingly  power  was  an  unforeseen  incident 
which  came  to  disturb  his  purpose,  without  being  able  to  destroy 
it.  To  him  at  least  belongs  the  distinguished  merit  of  lajring 
the  true  foundation  of  Hebrew  prophecy.  He  felt  that  the  law 
of  Moses  required  development  and  modification  in  connection 
with  the  progress  of  the  nation ;  and  yet  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  touch  the  letter  of  it.  Hence  the  necessity  of 
interpreters  suggested  itself.  He  perceived  that  men  were 
needed  who  coiild  enter  into  its  true  meaning,  and  participate, 
as  it  were,  in  the  spirit  of  the  legislator.  Mosaism  had  to  be 
spiritualised  by  breathing  life  and  motion  into  the  dead  letter. 
Unity  was  to  be  established  in  the  Hebrew  republic.  Samuel, 
therefore,  founded  a  .permanent  institute,  a  college  of  inspired 
orators. 

Prophecy  did  not  shew  itself  at  once  in  Samuel's  theocratic 
activity.  It  exerted  indeed  an  important  influence  upon  him ; 
but  only  on  account  of  his  personal  character.  Examples  of  the 
oracle  appear  promiscuously,  even  after  his  day.  The  prophets 
Gad  and  Nathan  came  forth  for  the  first  time  imder  David  in  a 
theocratic  way  (2  Sam.  vii.,  xii.  1).  The  latter  stepped  forward 
with  a  severe  charge  of  adultery  and  murder  against  David ; 
while  the  former  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  11,  etc.)  blamed  the  king  for 
numbering  the  people.     In  David's  last  days,  Nathan  played 

^  Etudes  critiques  sor  la  Bible,  p.  365,  et  seq. 
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an  important  part  in  the  management  of  Solomon's  successioii 
to  the  throne  (1  Kings  i.)- 

Under  Solomon  no  prophetic  activity  is  recorded.  Yet  these 
men  could  not  have  been  idle  when  the  monarch  in  his  old  age 
became  the  protector  of  idolatry,  erecting  altars  to  the  deities  of 
the  women  in  his  harem.  On  this  occasion,  when  they  found 
other  means  unavailing,  they  adopted  a  violent  remedy.  As 
there  was  a  powerful  raction  which  had  existed  of  old  against 
David's  dynasty,  and  had  its  chief  centre  in  the  tribe  of  Ephraim, 
they  turned  their  eyes  towards  it,  and  undertook  to  erect  a  new 
dynasty,  which  would  be  more  amenable  to  their  counsels,  on  the 
ruins  of  one  that  seemed  to  abandon  Jehovah.  Accordingly, 
under  Ahijah's  promptings,  a  man  of  Ephraim  raised  the  stand- 
ard of  revolt  after  the  death  of  Solomon,  and  constituted  a  new 
kingdom  embracing  the  northern  part  of  Palestine.  How 
grievously  the  hopes  of  Ahijah  and  other  prophets  were  disap- 
pointed, the  history  of  Jeroboam  attests.  Indeed  the  short- 
sightedness of  the  seer  fails  to  see  that  an  inseparable  barrier 
would  be  set  up  in  the  interest  of  policy  between  the  adher- 
ents of  the  rival  monarch  and  those  who  continued  faithful  to 
David's  house — a  barrier  which  nothing  could  effect  better  than 
a  separate  worship  as  different  as  possible,  and  remote  from  the 
monotheism  of  Jerusalem  without  being  polytheistic.  A  golden 
calf,  the  symbol  of  Elohim,  served  for  this  purpose.*  When 
these  images  were  set  up  at  Dan  and  Bethel,  the  prophets  saw 
their  mistake  in  contributing  to  rend  the  family  of  Jacob  into 
two  kingdoms.  Immediately  after  Solomon's  death,  Ahijah  was 
busy  as  a  prophet,  under  Behoboam,  announced  the  division  of 
the  kingdom,  and  called  Jeroboam  to  be  king  of  the  ten  tribes 
(1  Kings  xi.  29,  etc.).  In  like  manner  Shemaiah  appeared 
(1  Kings  xii.  22),  and  persuaded  Behoboam  not  to  make  war 
upon  Israel.  In  1  Kings  xiii.  it  is  related  that  a  man  of  Ood 
came  out  of  Judah,  and  cried  against  the  altar  at  Bethel.  From 
Jeroboam's  times  and  onward,  the  prophetic  order  were  most 
active  in  Israel,  because  that  kingdom  was  the  scene  of  greater 
political  and  religious  disorder.  There  we  find  a  prophet  named 
Jehu,  under  Baasha,  Nadab's  successor  (1  Kings  xvi.).  During 
Ahab's  reign,  which  was  the  main  turning  point  in  the  histo- 
rical development  of  prophetic  activity,  we  find  the  most  power- 
ful and  vehement  of  all,  Elijah  and  Elisha,  who  were  also  sur- 
roimded  by  disciples  belonging  to  the  schools  of  the  prophets. 
At  a  later  time,  under  Jeroboam  the  second,  Amos  and  Hosea 
raised  their  voices  against  idols  and  image  worship.  But  it  was 
not  till  the  priesthood  had  been  developed  in  Judah  that  pro- 

^  See  Nicolas'g  Etudes  critiques,  p.  373,  et  seqq. 
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phecy  took  the  definite  form  already  described  and  became  a 
counterpoise  to  priesthood.  In  this  contest  royalty  and  priest- 
hood must  succumb  in  the  end,  however  long  they  might  suc- 
ceed in  crushing  down  the  voice  of  God  in  his  nigh-minded 
servants.  Prophetism  requires  two  things  in  its  higher  in- 
spiration, viz.|  a  certain  stage  of  spiritual  culture  and  reli- 
fious  development,  and  a  dependence  upon  political  conditions, 
t  needs  a  certain  freedom  and  elasticity  in  the  popular 
spirit.  It  is  the  blossoming  of  a  powerful,  spiritual  life  among 
the  people.  On  the  other  hand,  it  withers,  along  with  this 
popular  life,  under  continuous  despotism.  Priesthood  has  far 
more  power  of  endurance,  because  it  is  based  on  a  mighty  and 
general  tendency  in  humanity,  sways  the  mass,  stifles  mind, 
feeling,  and  a  sound  life  in  the  people,  nay,  prophecy  itself  in 
the  end,  till  another  order  of  things  arise,  and  true  religion 
become  the  mighty  power  which  God  intended  it  to  be  in  the 
latter  days. 

X.  Prophecy  and  politics. — In  consequence  of  the  theo- 
cratic institution,  the  ministry  of  the  prophets  was  not  merely 
a  religious  but  a  political  one.  They  were  the  highest  states- 
men, recognising  most  clearly  the  importance  of  religious  prin- 
ciples to  give  political  confidence.  Interfering  as  they  did  in 
national  measures,  with  proper  motives  and  for  the  people's 
true  welfare,  they  were  sound  politicians.  Demagogues  in  the 
best  sense  of  the  phrase,  they  gave  utterance  to  ethical  truths 
that  lie  at  the  foundation  of  all  righteous  government.  Their 
patriotic  feeling  was  strong,  even  where  they  advised  submis- 
sion to  a  foreign  power.  The  charge  of  want  of  patriotism 
which  some  have  advanced  against  Jeremiah  for  recommend- 
ing subjection  to  Babylon  can  hardly  be  just,  when  we  think 
of  the  lact  that  Zedekiah  had  received  his  crown  from  Nebu- 
chadnezzar and  taken  a  solemn  oath  of  allegiance  to  him. 
The  prophet  who  chose  to  remain  in  the  desolated  land  with 
a  few  miserable  remains  of  his  countrymen,  rather  than  go 
to  the  court  of  Babylon,  does  not  appear  unpatriotic.  For 
him  to  have  urged  resistance  to  Nebuchadnezzar,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  coimtry  and  capital,  would  have  been  the 
height  of  imprudence.  Patriotism  consists  with  prudence  as 
well  as  with  unflinching  resistance  to  a  foreign  foe.  We  call 
it  therefore  compatible  with  patriotism  in  Jeremiah  when  he 
counsels  his  people  to  submit ;  nor  can  we  perceive  its  contra- 
diction to  high-mindedness,  though  Mr.  Newman  thinks  so. 
It  is  a  grand  picture,  that  of  the  true  prophets.  They  were  the 
heroes  of  divine  truth,  patriotic,  pious,  bold  men,  with  a  strong 

^  Hupfeld,  Die  Politik  der  Propheten  des  alten  Testaments,  in  the  Neue  Evan- 
geliflche  Kirchenzeitung,  No.  22  for  1862. 
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ethical  feeling  of  justice  and  right,  and  a  glowing  zeal  for 
Jehovah's  honour  and  service.  The  spiritual  element  of  their 
nature  was  roused  and  intensified.  It  were  wrong  to  call  the 
afflatus  under  which  tbey  spoke  and  acted  the  same  as  the 
poetical  one,  or  the  impulse  of  real  genius.  It  was  higher 
than  that — a  divine  inspiration  mingling  with  and  waking  up 
their  moral  consciousness  to  an  unusual  degree,  not  mystifying 
but  stimulating  and  controlling  their  powers.  Faith  and  truth 
were  their  great  watchword.  With  surpassing  earnestness  of 
mind  and  manner,  they  uttered  deep  truths  lying  beyond  the 
horizon  of  their  time,  and  even  beyond  that  of  the  ordinary 
piety  of  humanity.  The  voice  of  God  within  bearing  them 
onward  and  forward  with  overpowering  might  could  not  be 
resisted.  Mankind  owes  tbem  a  debt  of  eternal  gratitude.  Well 
does  Bunsen  say  that  they  were  not  only  prophets  of  the  people, 
but  of  humanity.^  By  their  lofty  example,  as  well  as  the  prin- 
ciples they  enunciated,  they  educated  their  own  generation  and 
all  succeeding  ones.  Christianity  itself  embodied  and  perfected 
their  principles.  As  heralds  of  the  divine  wiU,  they  were  not, 
however,  exempted  from  human  frailty  and  national  contracted- 
ness.  They  were  men  like  ourselves  in  all  the  variety  of  per- 
sonal gifts.  But  they  had  a  divine  mission  and  noble  impulse, 
which  carried  them  into  a  higher  strain  and  sphere  than  prosaio 
mortals  reach. 

XI.  Schools  of  the  frofhets. — ^This  institution,  which  has 
been  compared  to  various  later  associations,  seems  to  have  been 
intended  mainly  for  instruction.  The  historical  notices  of  it  are 
scanty,  occurring  only  in  connexion  with  Samuel,  and  the  minis- 
tries of  Elijah  and  Elisha.  It  is  an  improbable  opinion  of  Keil's 
that  after  having  been  founded  by  Samuel,  these  schools  were 
re-established  by  Elijah,  which  would  imply  that  they  ceased  in 
the  interval  between  Samuel's  death  and  the  Tishbite.  Rather 
did  they  continue  from  Samuel  till  Elijah  in  uninterrupted 
succession  ;  a  supposition  favoured  by  the  fact  that  a  great 
number  of  prophets  existed  when  the  latter  made  his  public 
appearance  (1  Sings  xviii.  13).     In  1  Sam.  x.  5-12  we  meet 

with  a  company  ( /Ijn)  of  prophets  (D^N^iJ)  ^^^  come  down 
from  the  hill  of  Gibeah  in  Benjamin,  and  prophesy.  It  is  not 
stated  that  they  dwelt  in  Gibeah ;  they  may  have  been  to 
it  on  a  pilgrimage,  and  have  been  seized  by  the  way.  Again, 
in  1  Sam.  xix.  19,  etc.,  we  read  of  a  company  (npn)?)  of 
prophets  prophesying  with  Samuel  at  their  head,  at  Raraah,  in 
Naiothy  a  word  signifying  dwellings,  as  though  they  lived  beside 
one  another.     In  neither  of  these  passages  is  there  anything  to 

^  Gott  in  der  Geecliiclite,  toI.  i.  p.  223. 
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suggest  the  idea  of  a  school  properly  so  called.  It  is  prophefs, 
not  the  sons  of  the  prophets  (D^M^^jl  ^i^),  who  assembled  around 
Samuel.  The  sons  of  the  prophets  are  said  in  2  Kings  iv.  38,  to 
sit  be/ore  their  master.  In  the  association  of  the  prophets  at 
Aamah,  we  see  a  company  brought  together  by  their  own  free 
choice  to  prepare  themselves  by  sacred  exercises  for  a  theocratic 
life.  Music  and  song  were  employed,  partly  to  attune  the  mind 
to  calmness  and  raise  it  by  the  soft  harmony  of  numbers  to  the 
contemplation  of  the  divine.  As  has  been  well  said,  music 
brings  a  tone  out  of  the  higher  world  into  the  spirit  of  the 
hearer.^  Literature  was  also  attended  to.  The  sacred  records 
of  the  nation,  written  and  oral,  were  read.  Hence  the  earliest 
prophetic  writers,  as  Amos  and  Hosea,  have  numerous  allusions 
to  tne  older  history,  and  mention  many  written  laws  (Hos.  viii. 
12).  Some  of  these  historical  annals  were  incorporated  into  the 
canonical  books  of  Sings  and  Chronicles.  They  were  the 
objects  of  diligent  study  on  the  part  of  these  associated  prophets. 
There  is  no  mention  of  any  other  college  of  prophets  in  the  time 
of  Samuel,  except  that  at  Kamah.  Nor  can  we  tell,  in  the 
absence  of  express  information,  what  its  internal  arrangements 
were. 

The  next  mention  of  associations  of  prophets  or  prophetic 
schools  properly  so  called,  does  not  occur  till  the  reim  of  Joram, 
when  Elijah  and  Elisha  were  both  living.  Three  localities  are 
spoken  of  at  which  they  were  established  ;  Bethel  (2  Kings 
ii.  3),  Jericho  (ii.  5),  and  Gilgal  (iv.  38) :  but  the  one  established 
at  Gilgal  was  afterwards  removed  for  want  of  room  to  the  banks 
of  the  Jordan  (2  Kings  vi.  1).  Other  passages  imply  that  the 
occupants  of  these  establishments  were  numerous  (2  Kings  ii. 
16  ;  iv.  43 ;  vi.  1).  The  inmates  are  termed  sons  of  the  prophets 
who  are  said  to  sit  before  the  master  or  president  (1  Kings  xx. 
85  ;  2  Kings  iv.  38;  vi.  1).  Living  together,  they  partook  of 
their  meals  in  common.  Some  were  married,  others  not ;  but  it 
is  likely  that  the  latter  had  dwellings  of  their  own  roimd  about 
the  common  centre,  where  the  former  lived  in  close  intimacy 
(2  Kings  iv.  1,  etc.).  They  must  not  be  viewed  as  recluses  in 
monasteries.  This  is  an  unfortunate  parallel  of  Jerome's.  If  an 
analogous  institute  out  of  Judaism  be  looked  for,  it  is  found  in 
the  Pythagorean  associations.  Perhaps  theological  seminaries  are 
the  nearest  approach  to  them  in  the  sphere  of  Christianity.^ 
They  do  not  seem  to  have  acted  much  or  extensively  on  the  out- 
ward life  of  the  people  ;  neither  was  their  agency  directed 
toward  the  continuance  or  enlargement  of  the  theocracy.  Their 
life  was  more  contemplative  than  active.    The  praises  of  Jehovah 

1  Eoester,  p.  254. 

*  See  Tholuck,  Die  Propheten  und  ihre  Weiflsaguogen,  pp.  26,  27. 
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were  oelebrated  by  them  in  pious  hymns  which  they  composed 
and  sang.^  It  is  possible  indeed  that  they  travelled  in  the 
land  to  excite  the  people  to  good  ;  yet  their  influence  was 
not  extensive.  Both  their  manner  of  life  and  dress  were 
simple.  The  people  brought  them  spontaneous  offerings  and 
presents  on  which  they  subsisted  (1  Kings  xiv.  3  ;  2  Kings 
iv.  1,  38,  42).  Occasionally  they  suffered  himger,  and  went 
out  into  the  fields  to  gather  herbs.  They  kept  cattle  and 
tilled  the  groimd  at  times.  Their  apparel  was  coarse.  They 
wore  nothing  but  the  plain  tunic  or  under-garment.  Their 
principals  had  a  mantle.  Elijah  wore  a  leathern  girdle  (2  Kings 
1.  8)  besides  a  mantle  or  cloak.  Since  those  in  the  northern 
kingdom  of  Israel  were  separated  from  the  sanctuary  at  Jeru- 
salem, it  has  been  rightly  inferred  from  2  Kings  iv.  23,  that 
the  pious  were  wont  to  assemble  in  these  prophetic  abodes  for 
worship,  at  the  new  moons  and  sabbaths,  on  which  occasions 
especially  it  probably  happened  that  the  offerings  set  apart  by 
the  law  for  the  Levitical  priests  were  brought.      There  is  no 

J  roof  that  these  schools  of  the  prophets  existed  in  the  kingdom  of 
udah.  They  were  not  required  there.  The  Eabbins  indeed 
represent  them  as  existing  down  to  the  Babylonish  captivity  ; 
but  the  passage  they  refer  to  in  2  Kings  xxii.  14,  where  H^tSto 
is  the  house  of  Huldah  the  prophetess,  hardly  supports  the  view. 
The  word  does  not  mean  a  college  or  place  of  instruction,  but  the 
second  quarter  of  the  city.  It  is  quite  probable  that  the  pro- 
minent prophets  in  Judah  had  small  circles  of  friends  and  disci- 
ples about  them,  who  wished  to  keep  alive  the  divine  word  in 
the  midst  of  apostacy  ;  but  these  were  not  organisations  or 
schools  of  the  prophets,^ 

Schools  of  the  prophets  do  not  furnish  a  proper  example  of 
Hebrew  prophetism,  because  young  men  trained  and  prepared 
themselves  in  them  for  promoting  religious  culture  generally.  True 
prophetic  inspiration  does  not  come  in  that  way.  It  does  not  con- 
sist with  reflection.  The  exercise  of  the  understanding,  so  far  from 
conducing  to  its  existence,  has  an  opposite  tendency.  An  educa- 
tional process  unfits  the  soul  for  the  genuine,  divine  afflatus. 

XII.  Principles  oonstitutino  trb  ground-work  of  the 
PROPHETIC  MINISTRY. — The  prophets  were  not  teachers,  properly 
speaking,  but  speakers.  They  saw  images,  not  abstract  thoughts. 
Hence  they  did  not  inculcate  doctrine.  They  wished  to  call 
forth  fixedness  of  purpose  and  steadiness  in  its  execution,  by 
admonition,  warning,  and  threatening.  The  universal  principle 
which  constitutes  the  sum  of  their  discourses  is  a  decided 
belief  in  one  God  as  the  Almighty,  holy,  and  righteous  Buler 

'  Stahelin'8  Specielle  Einleitung,  a.  s.  w.  p.  189. 

^  See  Oehler,  Propheteathum  des  A.  T.  in  Herzog*B  Enoyklopaedie. 
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of  the  world,  the  rightful  Lord  and  King  of  the  Jewish 
people  ;  who  chose  them  to  be  a  peculiar  people,  a  nation  of 
priests  holy  unto  Himself;  and  willed  that  they  should  be 
holy.  Accordingly  He  required  of  his  people  both  aanctifica" 
turn  and  unconditional  confidence  in  His  protection.  In  con- 
formity with  the  same  principle,  the  prophets  censured  idolatry 
as  a  breach  of  faith  against  the  only  true  God  and  apostacy 
from  their  lawful  Governor.  This  treason  was  not  always  in 
word.  It  lay  in  deed  also.  It  was  of  two  kinds,  secret  unbelief 
in  God's  protecting  power,  which  was  not  always  expressed,  but 
manifested  itself  practically  by  grasping  at  all  kinds  of  carnal 
means,  such  as  warlike  defences,  alliances,  etc. ;  and  superstition^ 
i.e.  pretended  or  false  faith.  It  was  so  with  the  false  prophets, 
who  had  recourse  to  sorceries.  On  the  contrary,  the  true  incul- 
cated trust  in  God,  warning  the  people  against  an  outward 
worship  and  empty  sacrifices.  They  reproved  current  vices 
among  men  of  distinction;  and  pointed  to  God  the  helper  of 
widows  and  orphans,  who  does  not  leave  unpunished  the  man 
that  oppresses  them.  In  like  manner,  they  combated  extortion 
and  the  oppression  of  the  poor,  partiality  m  judgment,  luxury, 
and  haughtiness  which  is  unseemly  to  man  in  the  sight  of  God. 
By  way  of  supporting  and  strengthening  their  admonitions, 
they  had  promises  for  the  compliant  and  penitent,  forgiveness  of 
sin,  help  in  distress,  deliverance  from  oppression,  and  restoration 
of  prosperity  as  well  as  of  the  kingdom  of  God.  On  the  other 
hand,  they  had  threatenings  and  divine  chastisements  for  the 
unbelieving,  which  usually  consisted  in  the  invasions  of  foreign 
peoples  bringing  desolation  on  the  land,  and  in  captivity  or  death. 
It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  prophetic  discourses  are  predomi- 
nantly connected  with  the  form  of  prediction.  The  predictive 
aspect  of  them,  however,  has  been  too  exclusively  attended  to 
till  recently. 

XIII.  Prophecy  and  Prbdichon. — Prophecies  in  the  true 
sense  of  that  term  are  not  to  be  taken  as  predictions.  They 
are  not  the  announcement  of  future  events  for  satisfying  cun* 
osity.  God  himself  must  be  regarded  as  their  end,  idea,  and 
motive.  Their  leading  idea  is  that  of  the  divine  righteousness,  so 
far  as  God  appears  sovereign  of  the  theocratic  kingdom;  and 
that  idea  is  only  applied  to  the  case  in  question  in  the  firm 
conviction  that  it  must  be  carried  into  effect.  Hence  two 
peculiarities  may  be  explained,  viz.,  that  the  idea  is  conditioned  by 
historical  relations;  and  therefore  prophesyings  do  not  lose 
themselves  in  air,  without  substance ;  and  also,  that  they  are  for 
the  most  part  indefinite  and  general,  consisting  of  general  images 
of  prosperity  and  adversity.  Such  images  often  appear  very 
vague.     They  should  not  be  taken  Utenilly.      In  the  case  of 
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those  borrowed  from  nature,  it  should  be  considered  that  they 
form  a  corresponding  parallel  to  the  world  of  mankind.  Where- 
ever  definite  predictions  having  special  details  occur,  particularly 
in  eolation  to  timesy  it  can  be  shewn  that  they  are  supposititious ; 
or  that  the  whole  prophecy  is  spurious,  e.g.,  the  predictions 
respecting  Cyrus  in  Isaiah,  etc.,  which  are  unauthentic.  In 
like  manner,  Dauiel's  predictions  are  spurious. 

It  is  a  sound  canon,  that  prediction  must  not  disturb  history. 
This  has  been  well  illustrated  by  Nitzsch.^  Thus  the  foretellings 
of  the  Sybil,  describing  the  life  of  Jesus  historically,  are  fiction. 
Detailed  predictions  cease  to  belong  to  the  region  of  prophecy. 
Not  every  one  indeed,  as  Tholuck  properly  remarks ;  but  only 
such  as  are  uttered  in  presence  of  the  acting  subjects  of  history. 
This  appears  from  Ezek.  xxi.,  where  the  prophet,  who  is  far 
distant,  knows  that  the  Babylonian  army  was  before  Jerusaleni 
on  a  certain  day ;  and  gives  a  vivid  picture  of  the  city  at  the 
time.  In  the  twelfth  chapter  of  the  same  book  of  Ezekiel, 
the  fate  of  Zedekiah  at  the  taking  of  the  city  is  particularly 
described.  It  is  incorrect  to  assert  that  the  prophets  occasionally 
gave  forth  definite  numbers  respecting  the  future,  as  Tholuck 
still  maintains.^  Jeremiah  indeed  is  represented  as  predicting 
the  seventy  years'  captivity  (xxix.  10) ;  but  it  is  not  so  easy  as 
this  critic  imagines,  to  make  out  its  duration  for  that  time; 
since  the  termitim  a  quo  taken,  the  fourth  year  of  Jehoiakim,  is 
inadmissible.  Even  with  that,  but  sixty-eight  years  can  be 
elicited,  as  he  allows ;  without  sanctioning  Hengstenberg's  his- 
torical combinations.  The  number  seventy  is  simply  a  round 
number.  That  number  connected  with  Tyre  in  Is.  xxiii.  16, 
is  of  the  same  character.  Tholuck  himself  allows  that  it  is 
but  approximative  \  for  he  reckons  only  sixty-six  years,  basing 
that  calculation  too  on  an  uncertain  interpretation  of  the  passage. 
Approximative f  not  precise,  numbers  vitiate  the  position  assumed 
by  the  critic  at  the  outset;  and  therefore  both  the  seventies, 
with  Is.  vii.  16;  viii.  4,  are  irrelevant.  The  fifteen  years 
announced  by  Isaiah  as  added  to  Hezekiah's  life  would  be  to  the 
point ;  for  the  number  exactly  agrees,  were  it  not  that  the  form 
of  the  chapter,  as  well  as  several  of  its  details,  do  not  belong  to 
Isaiah,  but  to  a  later  writer  or  redactor.  The  sixty-five  years 
in  Isaiah  vii.  8,  after  which  Ephraim  should  cease  to  be  a  people, 
are  part  of  a  gloss. 

We  believe  that  where  definite  days  or  years  are  used,  as  one, 
three,  seven,  forty,  they  sometimes  stand  for  round  numbers, 
and  are  therefore  general  designations  of  time ;  sometimes  both 
they  and  names  of  places  were  added  by  later  hands,  after  the 

^  System  der  cliristlichen  Lebre,  sec.  35,  p.  86  et  seqq.,  fifth  editloa. 
*  Die  Propheten  und  ihre  Weissagungen,  p.  Ill  et  seqq. 
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propliecy  was  fulfilled.  Minute  and  specific  traits  of  this  nature 
should  always  be  regarded  as  a  presumption  against  the  authen- 
ticity; because  they  are  contrary  to  the  general  analogy  of 
prophecy.  In  all  cases,  the  interpreter  should  look,  not  so  much 
to  the  fulfilment  in  detail,  as  to  the  occasion,  circumstances,  and 
motives  in  which  the  prophecy  originated. 

It  is  now  commonly  admitted,  that  the  essential  part  of 
biblical  prophecy  does  not  lie  in  predicting  contingent  events, 
but  in  dicinmg  the  essentially  religions  in  the  course  of  history. 
Historical  proofs  of  the  agreement  of  prophecy  with  its  fulfil- 
ment are  unimportant,  unless  the  realisation  be  characterised  in 
leading  points,  not  in  details.  Prophecy  pourtrays  events  iu 
outline,  which  are  always  connected  with  the  progress  of  the 
kingdom  of  God.  It  is  to  Schleiermacher  we  owe  the  true 
perception  of  its  nature  in  modem  times.^  But  while  Tholuck 
admits  that  prophecy  does  not  overpass  the  political  horizon 
of  the  time,  being  related  only  to  such  worldly  powers  as  are 
about  to  reach  their  zenith,  he  contends  that  the  canon  is  not 
universal ;  and  gives  two  notable  exceptions.^  One  of  these  is 
derived  from  the  thirty-ninth  chapter  of  Isaiah,  in  which  the 
Ghaldee  empire  is  described  as  a  great  power  that  should  destroy 
Judea  and  take  away  the  people  captive.  Hence  it  is  thought 
that  the  Babvlonian  exile  was  foretold  150  years  before  it  took 
place.  Isaian  said  to  Hezekiah :  "  Behold  the  days  come  that 
all  that  is  in  thine  house,  and  that  which  thy  fathers  have  laid 
up  in  store  until  this  day,  shall  be  carried  to  Babylon ;  nothing 
shall  be  left,  saith  the  Lord.  And  of  thy  sons  that  shall  issuo 
from  thee,  which  thou  shalt  beget,  shall  they  take  away ;  and 
they  shall  bo  eunuchs  in  the  palace  of  the  king  of  Babylon" 
(xxxix.  6,  7).  This  example  of  prediction  does  not  hold  good; 
because  the  chapter  was  not  written  in  its  present  form  by 
Isaiah  himself.  It  is  a  later  composition,  posterior  in  time  even 
to  its  parallel  in  2  Kings  xx.,  which  is  also  later  than  Isaiah, 
though  founded  upon  a  historical  work  composed  by  the  prophet. 
The  probability  is,  that  the  later  time  at  which  the  thirty-ninth 
chapter  of  Isaiah's  book  was  written  (as  well  as  the  twentieth 
chapter  of  the  second  book  of  Kings),  materially  contributed 
to  its  form  and  partly  to  its  ingredients.  No  argument  like 
Tholuck 's  can  be  founded  upon  it ;  because  it  is  not  Isaiah's 
authentic  production.  It  is  untrue  that  the  genuineness  of  the 
chapter  has  never  been  doubted.  The  other  passage  adduced 
by  Tholuck,  after  Hengstenberg,  is  Mic.  iv.  10,  which  wo 
shall  hereafter  show  to  be  irrelevant.  Micah  does  not  predict 
the   Babylonish  captivity  and   deliverance,   according  to   tho 

1  Der  christliche  Glaube,  i.  p.  133 ;  ii.  p.  133. 
'  Die  Propheten,  u.  s.  w.,  p.  87,  et  aeqq. 
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ordinary  view  of  those  events.  Nor  can  the  oracle  of 
Balaam  form  a  real  exception,  as  long  as  its  meaning  is  so 
obscure,  in  the  part  of  it  bearing  on  the  question,  the  twenty- 
third  and  twenty-fourth  verses  of  the  twenty-fourth  chapter  of 
Numbers ;  for  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that  ChifHm  is  either 
Macedonia  in  a  narrower  sense,  or  Greece,  or  the  far  west  gene- 
rally. Ewald's  opinion  is  still  the  most  probable,  that  the 
allusion  is  to  an  insurrection  of  the  inhabitants  of  Cyprus 
against  the  mother  country  Phoenicia,  by  which  the  Assyrian 
coast  was  threatened.^     Mention  of  such  an  event  occurs  in  the 

Srian  historian  Menander,  according  to  Josephus.  Perhaps 
oluck  will  consider  us  as  blind  as  Yon  Lengerke  and  Tuch  in 
not  seeing  the  incongruity  of  this  explanation,  because  the 
Phoenicians  were  conquerors;  but  that  circumstance  does  not 
essentially  affect  the  oracle.  This  part  of  it  at  least  belongs  to 
the  Assyrian  period,  and  was  imfulfilled.  In  its  present  form 
it  could  not  have  been  uttered  by  Balaam.^ 

In  like  manner  we  might  shew  that  Nahum's  prophecy  re- 
lating to  Nineveh  is  no  exception.  He  did  not  announce  the 
ruin  of  that  city  about  one  hundred  years  before  the  event,  as  is 
often  assert;pd.  In  proof  of  this  we  refer  to  our  observations  on 
the  book  of  that  prophet. 

We  may  therefore  safely  assert  that  in  no  place  or  prophecy 
can  it  be  shewn  that  the  literal  predicting  of  distant  historicai 
events  is  contained.  Isaiah  did  not  foretell  the  Babylonian 
captivity  150  years  before,  in  the  thirty-ninth  chapter  of  his 
book.  Neither  did  he  predict  Tyre's  fall  and  ruin  by  the  Chal- 
deans 130  years  before  the  event,  in  the  twenty-third  chapter. 
Micah  did  not  foretell  the  captivity  in  Babylon  and  deliverance 
from  it  140  and  200  years  previously.  Nahum  did  not  predict 
Nineveh's  ruin  100  years  before.  The  70  years  captivity  in 
Babylon  were  not  foretold  by  Jeremiah  in  that  definite  number, 
else  he  would  have  uttered  what  is  not  strictly  correct,  because 
the  captivity  did  not  last  70  years. 

The  prophets,  though  not  always  remaining  in  their  own 
time,  but  occasionally  glancing  into  the  future,  never  tore  them- 
selves entirely  loose  from  their  own  historical  standpoint,  except 
in  ideal  delineations  of  the  Messianic  age.  The  relations  of 
their  age  were  the  starting  point  of  their  flight,  conditioning 
and  innuencing  both  its  elevation  and  form.  They  did  not  at 
times  take  their  standpoint  in  the  distant  future  and  survey 
events  thence,  as  Hengstenberg  supposes;  because  the  ethical 
scope  of  their  prophecies,  which  is  a  characteristic  of  their 
nature,  would  be  all  but  lost.     Even  in  visions  they  were  never 

^  Gescbichte  des  Yolkee  IsrAel,  toI  iii.  p.  608. 
>  Bee  Tholuck'B  Die  Propheten  u.  b.  w.  p.  101. 
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entirely  taken  out  of  the  circumstances  and  objects  of  their  own 
time ;  much  less  were  they  so  separated  in  their  ordinary  state. 
We  find  no  warrant  for  identifying  the  condition  of  vision 
with  that  of  ecstasy,  and  converting  the  exceptional  into  the 
usual,  as  Hengstenberg  does.  When  the  prophets  sat/  they  had 
visions,  visions  mav  be  assumed  ;  but  even  then,  the  present 
was  not  wholly  euminated  from  their  consciousness  in  all 
the  forms  and  reflections  of  it;  nor  was  their  standpoint  in 
the  distant  future.  So  far  as  they  had  a  standpoint  related  to 
time,  it  was  still  in  the  present.  In  ardent  hopes  and  poetical 
descriptions  of  a  Messianic  reign,  they  did  project  themselves 
into  the  distant  future,  but  it  was  distant  unconsciously  to 
them  ;  their  usual  method  was  to  look  no  farther  than  the 
near  future,  as  it  imfolded  itself  out  of  the  present  to  their 
purified  vision.  They  foretold  such  a  future  as  the  present 
merged  into  ;  without  distinct  lines  of  separation  between. 
"That  which  is  to  come,"  says  Ewald,  "presents  itself  before 
the  prophet's  spirit  as  with  palpable  form  and  features :  what 
Jehovah  wills  and  prepares,  he  beholds  as  with  the  clearest  eye ; 
while  the  world  about  him  sees  nothing  of  this  wondrous  light. 
This  is  the  atmosphere  in  which  the  prophet  feels,  as  it  were 
beforehand,  sooner  and  more  acutely  sensible  than  all  other  men, 
the  approaching  future ;  and  is  able,  with  delicate  perception,  to 
anticipate  what  others  arrive  at  later  and  more  roughly  by 
experience :  in  which  he  discerns  the  inevitable  calamity  coming 
from  God,  while  none  else  has  yet  marked  anything  of  it,  and 
is  conscious  of  the  divine  wrath  beforehand,  from  the  fire  glow- 
ing within  his  own  soul."^ 

It  should  be  ever  remembered  that  prediction  was  not  the 
prophets'  main  object ;  though  their  discourses  have  often  that 
form.  The  messen^rs  of  heaven  should  not  be  converted  into 
something  Uke  heathen  8ooth$af/ers ;  or  made  to  foretell  events  in 
the  manner  of  historians  writing  them  beforehand.  Perspicuae 
rerum  oantingentium  praedictioneSj  "clear  prediction  of  contin- 
gent things,"  according  to  the  old  theology,  prophecy  is  not. 
What  is  an  undeveloped  germ  of  the  future  must  not  be  trans- 
formed into  a  hiitoria  ante  eventum,  "history  before  it  takes 
place."  It  is  time,  therefore,  that  books  like  those  of  Newton 
and  Keith  on  the  prophecies,  based  on  a  total  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  subject,  should  be  discarded.  They  have  done  great 
injury,  and  violate  the  very  interpretation  of  the  letter  which 
they  professedly  advocate.  Where  dim  outlines  connected 
present  and  future  to  the  spiritual  sight,  there  the  prophets 
were  foretellers.      This  mode  of  prediction,  and  the  extent  it 

^  Die  Propbeten  des  alien  BnndeB,  toI.  i.  p.  24.- 
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was  carried  to,  is  grounded  in  their  proper  function  as  heralds 
of  truths  relating  to  God's  kingdom  on  earth.  They  had  a 
deeper  insight  into  the  past  and  present  than  other  men ;  because 
their  inner  eye  had  been  opened  by  the  Spirit  to  comprehend 
the  causes  at  work  in  the  moral  goyernment  of  the  world,  with 
the  necessary  results ;  and  whoever  comprehends  past  and  pre- 
sent, sees  into  the  future  also,  as  Yon  Kaumer  has  said. 

Here  Eichhom's  rationalistic  view  should  be  avoided,  which 
is  both  shallow  and  incorrect,  viz.,  that  their  oracles  were  for 
the  most  part  veiled  historical  descriptions  of  the  present  or 
past.^  This  makes  them  hardly  so  much  as  guesses  at  the 
luture.  Rather  does  it  impeach  the  prophets'  transparent 
honesty  of  purpose,  robbing  them  of  their  true  position  as 
men  whom  the  Spirit  of  God  elevated  to  a  more  extended 
view  of  divine  providence  in  relation  to  the  theocratic  nation. 
Besides  Eichhom's  view,  two  others  are  equally  untenable,  viz., 
that  the  allusions  to  the  future  are  the  product  of  human  wis- 
dom. Thus  the  experience  of  the  prophets,  their  calm  and  reflec- 
tive estimate  of  the  different  relations  of  life  both  of  individuals 
and  peoples,  enabled  them  to  glance  correctly  into  the  future ; 
because  they  drew  from  past  and  present  the  proper  materials  for 
their  survey.  The  second  view  is  that  their  discourses  contain 
nothing  but  human  hopes  and  fears  uttered  under  the  inspiration 
of  patriotism  and  poetic  imagination,  without  much  concern  as 
to  their  fulfilment  in  the  future.  Both  views  may  account  for 
some  phenomena,  but  neither  is  a  suf&cient  explanation  of  alL 
They  are  defective  in  leaving  out  the  divine  element.  The 
Spirit  of  God  enlightened  and  sublimed  the  seers'  minds,  bring- 
ing them  into  near  sympathy  with  God.*  This  appears  most 
clearly  from  the  fact,  that  certain  events  in  the  immediate 
future  are  sometimes  foretold  with  great  confidence,  so  that 
the  prophets  must  have  been  sure  they  would  take  place, 
without  doubt,  in  precise  harmony  with  the  announcement. 
Authentic  oracles  of  this  nature,  though  rare,  are  an  evidence 
that  an  influence  superior  to  human  sagacity  pervaded  the 
spirits  of  the  prophets.  Such  is  Isaiah's  predicting;  the  im- 
pending downfall  of  the  kingdoms  of  Syria  and  Israel ;  though 
when  they  threatened  Judah,  they  were  confederate  and  appa- 
rently strong  (vii.).  The  repeated  assurances  given  by  the 
same  prophet  of  the  destruction  of  the  Assyrian  array  before 
Jerusalem,  belong  to  the  same  head  (xxix.).  So  too  Jeremiah's 
definite  predictions  of  the  return  of  the  people  from  captivity. 
Express  foretellings  of  individual  events    in    the  immediate 

1  In  hiB  Die  Hebraisclie  Propheten  uebenetzt  und  erid'art,  3  TheUe.  Gottingem, 
1816-1819,  8vo. 
>  See  fileek's  Eiuleityng,  p.  432  et  seqq. 
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future  were  sometimes  uttered  by  the  prophets  with  a  confidence 
that  shewed  unwavering  faith  in  their  exact  fulfilment.  Yet  it 
must  be  granted  that  they  are  not  numerous.  Ajs  soon  as  an  ex- 
positor has  a  desire  to  increase  them,  he  is  exposed  to  the  error 
of  taking  prophecies  whose  authenticity  is  doubtfuL 

The  prophet's  delineations  of  the  future  are  in  essence  nothing 
but  forebodingSy—eSoTta  of  the  spiritual  eye  to  bring  up  before 
itself  the  distinct  form  of  the  future.  As  such,  they  take  in  the 
final  result,  without  the  historical  steps  and  stages  leading  to  it, 
or  its  real,  individual  features.  The  thing  floats  before  him. 
Hence  he  does  not  give  a  description  of  it,  with  detailed  features 
as  they  occur  in  history.  He  sees  times  of  prosperity  as  clearly 
as  if  tney  were  near ;  but  the  course  of  events  gradually  unfolds 
numerous  obstacles  in  the  way  of  their  speedy  arrival.  A  period 
of  final  calamity  does  not  arrive  so  soon  as  he  expects ;  but  the 
threatening  is  not  on  that  account  unfulfilled.  Large  allowance 
must  be  made  for  glowing  hopes  and  holy  desires.  The  poetry 
of  an  imagination  strongly  impressed  by  the  Spirit  of  God  must 
not  be  transmuted  into  a  prosaic  detail  of  events  and  circum- 
stances. To  make  the  prophet's  presentiments  of  what  is  to 
happen  in  connexion  with  Grod's  church  into  historical  declara^ 
tions  is  to  mistake  their  character.  A  degree  of  vagueness 
belongs  to  them,  because  he  cannot  penetrate  so  clearly  into  the 
future  as  to  fix  times,  seasons,  and  minute  features.  His  pre- 
dictions are  projected  and  shaped  by  the  glowing  and  varied 
longings  of  the  imagination ;  by  a  clearer  insight  into  the  chain 
of  causes  and  events  than  others  possess ;  by  a  dream-waking 
which  makes  him  a  dim  mirror  of  the  future,  where  the  pro- 
vince of  ordinary  knowledge  is  sometimes  transcended  so  that 
things  are  foreseen  which  have  not  been  in  the  sense-perception, 
but  are  quite  beyond  its  conditions.  For  the  prevision  of  the 
prophet,  in  its  highest  stage,  belongs  to  that  preconscious  life  of 
the  soul  which  occasionally  exhibits  phenomena  transcending  its 
ordinary  and  conscious  powers.  It  is  intensified  presentiment. 
In  its  ordinary  stage,  however,  it  does  not  transcend  the  con- 
scious life  into  which  powers  and  relations  prepared  in  the  pre- 
conscious nature  have  found  their  way,  and  vitalise  it  in  conse- 
quence to  a  higher  pitch.  That  the  prophets  did  not  always 
predict  events  as  they  were  fulfilled,  and  occasionally  foretold 
what  remains  unaccomplished^  is  an  evidence  that  their  con- 
sciousness was  only  intensified,  and  their  spiritual  eye,  though 
bright,  not  all-seeing.  That  they  penetrated  into  the  future  so 
far,  and  unfolded  certain  events  with  their  most  characteristic 
features,  where  neither  a  spontaneous  calculation  of  probability 
nor  the  material  of  ordinary  religious  ideas,  nor  personal  culture, 
affords  an  adequate  explanation,  shews  that  there  is  a  precon- 
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BCious  region  of  the  soul  with  which  the  divine  Spirit,  evoking 
its  latent  phenomena,  has  sympathetic  relation.^  The  substance 
of  their  prophecies  was  not  conveyed  to  them  in  words  or  dic- 
tated (a  view  contrary  to,  and  inconsistent  with,  inspiration),  but 
were  the  spontaneous  utterances  of  a  mind  elevated  by  divine 
impulsion.  HeDce  they  are  hardly  susceptible  of  a  literal  ful- 
filment. 

XIV.  Does  the  Old  Testament  teach  that  evert  single 
PROPHECY  must  BE  FULFILLED? — In  Deutcronomy  (xviii.  22) 
we  read  "  When  a  prophet  speaketh  in  the  name  of  the  Lord, 
if  the  thing  follow  not,  nor  come  to  pass,  that  is  the  thing  which 
the  Lord  hath  not  spoken,  but  the  prophet  hath  spoken  it  pre- 
sumptuously :  thou  shalt  not  be  afraid  of  him."  These  words 
appear  clearly  to  assert  that  all  true  prophecies  must  be  fulfilled, 
else  they  forfeit  their  character.  But  an  attentive  review  of  the 
whole  range  of  prophecy  tends  to  modify  the  sentiment.  As  a 
criterion  for  distinguishing  the  true  from  the  false,  an  induction 
of  particulars  compels  us  not  to  rely  upon  it  absolutely  and  tdth- 
out  exception.  If  we  compare  Jeremiah  (xxviii.  9),  where  it  is 
said,  "  The  prophet  which  prophesieth  of  peace,  when  the  word 
of  the  prophet  shall  come  to  pass,  then  shall  the  prophet  be 
known,  that  the  Lord  hath  truly  sent  him,"  we  may  get  some 
aid  in  the  explanation  of  the  passage  in  Deuteronomy.  The 
latter  appears  to  refer  to  false  prophets,  whom  it  furnishes  a 
test  for  trying.  The  sense  of  the  passage  in  Deuteronomy  is, 
when  a  prophet  speaks  of  peace  in  the  name  of  the  Lord,  then  if 
the  thing  does  not  come  to  pass,  the  Lord  has  not  spoken  it. 
The  false  prophets  prophesied  of  immediate  prosperity,  uncondi- 
tionally. Hence  their  promises  were  frequently  fallacious.  But 
it  is  not  said  of  every  individual  prophecy  spoken  by  a  true 
prophet  that  it  must  come  to  pass  in  the  way  its  language  would 
lead  us  to  suppose.^ 

The  dark  pictures  of  the  future  with  which  the  prophets 
threatened  the  enemies  of  their  country — the  special  judgments 
described  as  about  to  befall  them  were  not  always  literally  accom- 

flished.  This  is  well  known  to-the  critical  students  of  prophecy, 
n  seeking  such  fulfilment  violence  may  be  done  to  the  intent  of 
the  prediction,  because  neither  the  language  of  impassioned 
poetry  and  intense  excitement,  nor  the  diction  of  ardent  desires 
and  patriotic  hopes,  was  meant  for  literal  prose.  In  order 
to  present  general  ideas  more  impressively  to  the  mind  of  the 
reader,  the  prophet  calls  such  principles,  for  example,  as  that 
God  would  punish  the  perverse  among  the  people  and  deliver 

>  See  Contributions  to  Mental  Philoeopby  by  J.  M.  Ficbte,  translated  by  Morell, 
chapters  3  and  4. 
*  See  Jahrbiicher  fiir  Deutsche  Theologie,  yoL  It.  p.  350,  et  seqq. 
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the  faithful  from  danger  and  misery,  different  sorts  of  pnnish** 
ment  and  different  ways  of  preservation,  without  attaching  any 
weight  to  these  specific  traits,  or  considering  the  truth  of  his 
prediction  to  be  dependent  on  their  exact  fulfilment.  Poetical 
hyperboles  and  imaginary  details  should  be  regarded  as  such. 
The  prophet  individualises,  painting  general  truths  in  the  concrete 
where  we  express  them  in  the  abstract.  Such  is  the  Oriental 
method.  It  is  more  graphic  and  lively  than  ours.  Of  course 
the  special  traits  are  usually  formed  from  the  historical  relations 
of  the  time.  Present  circumstances  suggest  and  shape  them. 
Thus  if  some  foreign  power  seems  threatening  in  the  distance, 
it  is  taken  constituting  burden  of  the  punishment  about  to 
come  upon  the  apostate.  We  read  of  Edom :  *'  the  smoke 
thereof  shall  go  up  for  ever ;  from  generation  to  generation  it 
shall  lie  waste;  none  shall  pass  through  it  for  ever  and  ever'' 
(Is.  xxxiv.  10).     Travellers  have  passed  through  Idumaea. 

Again,  in  seeking  the  fulfilment  of  predictions,  the  interpret 
ter  may  be  sometimes  disappointed  because  unexpected  changes 
arose  to  frustrate,  at  least  for  awhile,  the  events  announced-— 
changes  which  only  the  All-seeing  One  could  foreknow.  This 
is  admitted  even  by  Tholuck.  The  present  place  is  not  one 
for  details,  but  a  single  example  of  a  prediction's  non-fulfilment 
may  be  given  from  Ezek.  xxvi.,  where  we  now  read  that 
Tyre  should  be  taken,  plundered,  and  destroyed  by  Nebu- 
chadnezzar. No  historian,  either  Greek  or  Phoenician,  mentions 
such  an  event.  The  Seder  01am  indeed  speaks  of  its  capture  ; 
but  the  document  is  of  no  authority.  Nebuchadnezzar  be- 
sieged the  city  thirteen  years.  We  allow  that  the  Tynans 
capitulated,  as  Movers^  has  shewn,  with  whom  agree  Duncker' 
and  Niebuhr.^  In  consequence  of  this  the  inhabitants  again 
became  vassals  of  the  Chaldeans.  Is  a  capitulation,  however, 
equivalent  to  such  a  conquest  as  the  prophet  describes?  So 
Tholuck  asserts,  maintaining  that  the  necessary  conditions  of  a 
disgraceful  surrender  fully  satisfy  the  requirements  of  xxvi. 
9-13.  But  the  prophecy  says,  *'And  they  shall  destroy  the 
walls  of  Tyrus,  and  breiuc  down  her  towers ;  I  will  also  scrape 
her  dust  from  her,  and  make  her  like  the  top  of  a  rock.  It 
shall  be  a  place  for  the  spreading  of  nets  in  the  midst  of  the  sea** 
(4,  5).  In  like  manner  we  read  in  the  fourteenth  verse  and 
onwards  of  the  complete  fall  and  total  destruction  of  the  city, 
which  a  capitulation  does  not  fulfil,  as  Tholuck  confesses.^ 
Surely,  to  take  one  part  of  the  prophecy  as  a  proper  fulfilment^ 

^  Die  Fhoenizier,  II.  1,  p.  461,  et  seqq. 
*  Geschichte  des  Altherthums,  Tol.  i.  p.  172. 
>  Geschichte  Absuts  und  Babels,  p.  216. 
^  Die  FropheteD,  u.  s.  w.  pp.  133,  ISi. 
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and  relegate  another  to  the  department  of  poetical  embellish- 
ment, is  equivalent  to  the  admission  that  as  a  whole  it  was 
not  fulfilled.  The  language  of  Ezekiel  in  another  place  seems 
to  convey  the  impression  that  Tyre  was  not  conquered.  "  Nebu- 
chadnezzar king  of  Babylon  caused  his  army  to  serve  a  great 
service  against  Tyrus:  every  head  was  made  bald,  and  every 
shoulder  was  peeled :  yet  had  he  no  wages,  nor  his  army,  for 
Tyrus,  for  the  service  that  he  had  served  against  it.  Therefore 
thus  saith  the  Lord  God ;  Behold  I  will  give  the  land  of  Egypt 
unto  Nebuchadnezzar  king  of  Babylon,  etc."  (xxix.  18, 19,  etc.). 
This  passage  may  contain  the  prophet's  confession  that  his  pre- 
diction came  to  nothing  because  the  siege  was  ineffectual,  as 
Gesenius  and  Hitzig  think.  Or  it  may  mean  that  the  Chal- 
dean army  received  no  adequate  reward  for  the  immense  labour 
they  had  in  constructing  the  great  earth  wall,  because  the 
Tyrians  had  conveyed  their  treasures  into  their  colonial  cities. 
Egypt  was  not  a  proper  equivalent.  The  latter  view  is  the  one 
adopted  after  Jerome,  by  Hengstenberg,  Havernick,  and  Ewald. 
Long  after  Nebuchadnezzar,  Tyre  was  a  flourishing  emporium^ 
and  was  attacked  by  Alexander  the  Great.  But  Ezekiel  pre- 
dicts its  total  destruction  by  Nebuchadnezzar,  so  that  it  should 
be  like  the  top  of  a  rock  and  never  rebuilt.  Buch  desolation 
did  not  take  place  till  the  middle  ages. 

We  need  not  refer  to  what  is  said  of  Babylon  in  Is.  xiii. 
14-21,  and  Jer.  1.,  li.,  and  its  conquest  by  Gyrus,  because 
Tholuck  himself  allows  the  accounts  of  Berosus  and  Herodotus 
to  be  irreconcileable  with  the  prediction.  Yet  he  makes  an 
ingenious  attempt  to  prove  that  the  description  of  Xenophon  in 
hia  Cyropaedia  agrees  with  the  terms  of  the  prophecy,  t^us 
exalting  the  credit  of  the  latter  at  the  expense  of  Herodotus. 
The  attempt  cannot  be  called  successful.  The  prophets  them-- 
selves  attached  no  importance  to  the  fact  that  each  particular 
and  detail  in  their  prophecies  should  be  fulfilled.  They  were 
always  correct  in  the  main  respecting  the  future;  for  they  took  a 
spiritual  and  searching  view  of  it  in  the  light  of  the  present.  But 
every  individual  trait  of  their  prediction  was  not  literally  carried 
into  effect,  and  such  non-fulfilment  gave  them  no  concern. 
Thus  Isaiah  was  not  embarrassed  by  the  fact  that  Samaria's 
booty  was  not  carried  before  Tiglath-pileser,  as  was  announced 
to  Ahaz  (viii.  4) ;  nor  by  Damascus  not  becoming  a  heap  of 
ruins,  and  so  ceasing  to  be  a  city  (xvii.  1).  Neither  was  Jere- 
miah disturbed  by  the  circumstance  that  Zedekiah  did  not  die  a 
peaceful  and  honourable  death  like  his  father  (Jer.  xxxiv.  5,  and 
m.  11). 

To  this  head  belong  the  prophecies  which  speak  of  the 
Messianic  age.    Taken  in  their  obvious  and  natural  sense,  they 
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were  neither  fulfilled  in  the  manner  nor  at  the  times  represented. 
The  future  age  of  Messiah,  in  which  Israel  should  be  preemi- 
nently glorious,  is  depicted  as  an  entire  revolution  of  existing 
circumstances — a  new  creation  of  some  things,  and  the  removal 
of  existing  evil.  The  position  and  functions  of  kings,  judges, 
priests  in  the  renovated  church,  are  to  be  different.  The  theo- 
cratic people  will  have  to  contend  with  external  foes  no  more. 
The  attitude  of  other  peoples  towards  them  will  be  submissive 
and  respectful.  Jehovah  ^hall  be  worshipped  in  truth.  Special 
details  are  given  not  only  of  the  institutions  of  worship,  but 
even  of  weights  and  measures.  This  golden  age  is  always 
represented  as  at  hand.  Jehovah  himself  says  in  Iisaiah  :  "  My 
righteousness  is  near ;  my  salvation  is  gone  forth,"  etc.  (li.  5). 
To  whatever  time  the  prophet  belonged,  he  contemplated  the 
setting  up  of  the  Messianic  kingdom  and  glorification  of  Israel 
08  near.  The  revolution  in  question  is  said  to  take  place  at  the 
end  ofdaySy  or  in  the  laat  daysy  a  phrase  not  denoting  m  the  view 
of  the  prophets  the  far-distant  future,  but  the  interval  between 
their  present  circumstances  and  the  great  change  impendinff. 
To  them  were  no  long  intervening  centuries  between  their 
own  day  and  that  of  redemption.  As  they  were  variously  gifted 
and  surrounded  by  different  circumstances,  the  manner  in  which 
they  paint  the  coming  salvation  is  various.  It  is  always  con- 
nected with  the  divine  judgment  on  the  worldly  power  which 
threatens  to  destroy  the  theocratic  state  in  the  days  of  the  indi- 
vidued  prophet.  His  own  historical  circumstances  form  the 
definite  circle  of  events  and  images  out  of  which  the  future 
glory  of  Israel  is  described.  Accordingly  Isaiah  and  Micah 
announce  the  coming  of  the  Messianic  deliverance  after  the 
judgments  which  the  Almighty  should  inflict  on  the  Israelite 
states  by  the  instrumentality  of  Assyria  and  the  divine  destruc- 
tion of  Assjrria  itself  in  immediate  succession.  In  like  manner, 
Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel  describe  the  advent  of  Messiah's  reign 
after  the  Chaldean  ravages  of  Jerusalem  and  the  downfall  of 
the  Chaldean  empire  itself.  In  the  former  case,  the  historical 
basis  of  the  portraiture  is  the  actual  relation  of  the  Assyrian, 
in  the  other  that  of  the  Chaldean,  period.  The  promised 
Messiah  has  his  definite  position  in  the  one  or  the  other  accord- 
ing as  the  prophet  himself  belongs  to  either.  Thus  these  men 
of  God  did  not  know  the  times  and  seasons  which  the  Father 
has  put  in  His  own  power ;  because  they  always  believed  in  the 
speedy  arrival  of  the  Messianic  age  which  was  to  be  ushered  in 
by  judgments  upon  peoples  and  nations — on  the  neighbouring 
states  of  Moab,  Edom,  etc.  ;  on  the  Assyrians  ;  or  on  the 
Chaldeans. 
But  though  the  coming  of  Israel's  speedy  redemption  so  often 
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announced  was  delayed  from  time  to  time,  our  faith  in  propliecjr 
must  not  be  shaken.  The  Jews  did  not  lose  confidence  in  it  on 
that  account.  Hope  always  hastens  to  the  consummation.  The 
patriotism  of  these  men  of  God  was  strong.  They  sighed  and 
longed  for  the  glorious  time  when  Jehovah  should  create  all 
things  new.  As  far  as  they  had  a  definite  belief  on  the  pointy 
they  thought  redemption  near.  It  was  represented  as  at  hand^ 
in  connexion  with  the  downfall  of  their  enemies,  both  to  com- 
fort the  desponding  hearts  of  their  fellow-belieyers,  and  to  warn 
transgressors. 

There  are  yarious  modes  of  explaining  the  prophecies  we  haye 
been  considering. 

First.  The  living  God  is  a  God  of  freedom  who  sends  HiB 
prophets,  and  is  partly  determined  in  His  government  of  the 
world  by  the  moral  conduct  of  men.  The  prophets  predict 
peace,  which  Jehovah  is  always  ready  to  bestow.  They  an- 
nounce the  final  completion  of  God's  kingdom ;  and  expressly 
state  that  there  is  no  escape  for  transgressors.  If  a  people  or 
nation  against  whom  judgment  has  been  pronounced  repent  and 
turn,  Jehovah  will  refrain  from  inflicting  the  punishment.  Thus 
the  fulfilment  depends  on  moral  conditions.  God  altera  His 
purpose  according  to  the  conduct  of  those  to  whom  it  has  been 
declared.  He  is  merciful  and  gracious,  not  inflicting  the  evil 
denounced  against  those  who  turn  from  the  error  of  their  ways. 
If  prophecies  are  conditioned  in  this  manner,  it  is  hardly  proper 
to  say  that  any  are  unfulfilled.  Accomplishment  and  condition 
should  be  taken  together,  as  things  inseparably  connected. 
This  is  the  view  taken  by  Bertheau,  and  developed  at  great 
length.^  We  cannot  however  adopt  it  as  satisfactory,  because 
it  fails  to  account  for  many  phenomena.  Thus  in  the  prophecies 
respecting  the  total  destruction  of  Babylon  by  the  Modes  (Is. 
xiii.),  the  desolation  of  Tyre  (Ezek.  xxvi.  and  Is.  xxiii.),  the 
conversion  of  the  Ethiopians,  Egyptians,  and  Assyrians  (Is. 
xviii.  19),  not  a  word  occurs  about  the  possibility  of  the  cities 
and  peoples  being  changed,  leading  to  the  non-fulfilment  of  the 
judgments  declared  against  them.  It  appears  to  us  that  this 
moral  regulation  of  Jehovah's  conduct  is  an  expedient  unsanc- 
tioned by  the  prophetic  writings  themselves.  We  should  cer- 
tainly expect  its  mention,  at  least  by  Ezekiel  in  his  twenty- 
ninth  chapter ;  because  having  predicted  the  total  desolation  of 
Tyre  in  the  twenty-sixth,  he  expressly  edludes  to  the  non-fulfil- 
ment of  the  prophecy  after  that  fashion  ;  affirming  that  Egypt 
had  been  given  to  Gyrus  for  a  compensation,  instead  of  the  rich 
Tyre.     Here  was  an  occasion  for  intimating  the  cause  of  the 

^  Jahrbiicher  far  BeutBche  Theologie,  Yierter  Band,  p.  335  et  seqq. 
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Almighty's  change  of  purpose,  had  it  been  dependent  on  the 
conduct  of  the  Tyrians.  The  case  of  the  Ninevites  repenting  at 
the  preaching  of  Jonah,  and  so  averting  their  predicted  punish- 
ment, is  adduced  by  Bertheau.  But  the  analogy  does  not  hold 
good ;  for  Jonah  was  commanded  to  preach  to  Nineveh  that  it 
should  be  overthrown  mthin  forty  dat/s.  The  form  of  the  pro- 
phecy is  conditional,  not  absolute  as  in  the  case  of  Tyre.  The 
authority  for  interposing  the  repentance  of  the  citizens  between 
the  prophetic  proclamation  and  their  destruction  lies  in  the 
very  nature  of  the  proclamation.  The  cases  we  have  quoted 
contain  nothing  similar.  In  them  the  moral  condition  must  be 
OMumed,  The  same  observation  applies  still  more  strongly  to 
the  other  example  quoted  by  Bertheau,  viz.,  Jer.  xxvi.  The 
burden  of  Jeremiah's  message  from  Jehovah  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Jerusalem  is  repentance  in  order  to  avert  the  threatening  curse. 
Conditional  fulfilment  must  be  limited  to  the  cases  in  which  the 
condition  is  either  expressed  or  implied,  or  where  blessings  and 
curses  are  pronounced  on  certain  moral  relations.  To  generalise 
it,  as  Bertheau  does,  is  to  endanger,  if  not  to  destroy,  the  cha- 
racteristics of  prophecy — of  prediction  undoubtedly.  On  such 
principles  any  one  may  foretell  the  ^ture. 

Secondly.  According  to  Lord  Bacon,  the  fulfilment  of  the 
divine  predictions  takes  place  continuously.  While  they  pass 
through  certain  grades  and  stages  of  fulfilment,  the  plenitude 
and  summit  of  their  accomplishment  are  reserved  for  some  par- 
ticular time.^  In  accordance  with  this  view,  Koester  supposes 
that  every  prophecy  may  be  fulfilled  as  often  as  the  conditions 
it  presupposes  are  repeated.  It  has  a  continuous  accomplish- 
ment.^ Auberlen's  view  is  substantially  the  same.^  He  thinks 
that  we  must  still  look  to  the  future  for  the  accomplishment 
of  many  things  predicted  of  Israel  which  have  been  but  par- 
tially or  imperfectly  fulfilled  in  the  past.  On  many  grounds 
we  object  to  the  explanation  in  question.  It  is  contrary  to  the 
established  principle  of  historical  interpretation,  and  confuses 
the  method  of  an  expositor.  It  takes  out  a  few  allusions  to  the 
event  in  which  the  prophet's  countrymen  were  most  interested, 
and  reserves  the  remainder  for  fulfilment  at  some  future  time. 
Why  should  the  historical  circumstances  out  of  which  the 
prophecy  arose  and  by  which  it  is  conditioned  be  expected 
again  at  a  distant  period  P  Is  it  because  the  traits  to  which 
they  give  rise  do  not  find  their  counterpart  in  the  first  stage  of 
fulfilment  P    If  the  prediction  be  a  definite  one,  with  specific 

'  Be  Augment.  Scient.  lib.  ii.  cap.  11. 
>  Die  Propheten  dee  alien  und  neuen  Testaments,  p.  309. 

*  In  his  Der  Prophet  Daniel  nnd  die  Offenbarung  JohamuB ;  and  in  the  Jahrhuoher 
fur  Deutsche  Theologie,  Dritter  Band,  p.  77S  et  seqq. 
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details  and  allusions,  these  details,  or  at  least  some  of  them,  are 
postponed  by  this  critic  to  the  future.  Hence  the  Israelites  must 
occupy  a  position  similar  to  that  in  which  they  were  when  the 
prophet  spoke.  The  peoples  who  opposed  the  theocratic  nation 
are  also  to  be  in  the  same  attitude.  In  short  the  Jewish  rela- 
tions of  the  old  economy  as  they  existed  at  a  particular  crisis 
must  reappear.  All  this  is  highly  improbable.  It  leads  to 
assumptions  arbitrary  and  unscriptural ;  such  as  the  rebuilding 
of  the  temple  and  restoration  of  sacrifices.  In  all  the  shapes 
which  the  theory  has  taken  in  the  hands  of  expositors,  whether 
as  proposed  by  Alexander  or  by  Auberlen,  it  appears  to  us 
untenable.  A  prophecy  which  does  not  properly  apply  to  one 
event,  but  to  a  number  of  successive  ones  spread  over  centuries, 
admits  of  no  proper  exegesis.  The  parts  oi  it  cannot  be  divided 
and  assifi;ned  to  the  respective  events.  Besides,  the  explanation 
in  question  fails  to  account  for  the  fact  of  Ezekiel  first  predict- 
ing the  capture  and  destruction  of  Tyre  by  Nebuchadnezzar  and 
afterwards  modifying  his  statement.  Here  the  assumption  of 
the  prediction  being  a  panoramic  view  of  Tyre's  fall,  is  inap- 
plicable. To  expect  again  the  literal  accomplishment  of  these 
Messianic  prophecies  in  the  future  appears  to  us  also  unscrip- 
tural ;  involving  considerations  which  Auberlen  cannot  have 
considered. 

Thirdly.  Some  convert  the  descriptions  of  the  prophets 
respecting  future  redemption  into  figures  symboli^ng  the 
Christian  period,  and  so  divest  them  of  all  their  force  and 
propriety.  But  Assyria  and  Egypt,  Moab,  Edom,  and  Magog 
are  not^mere  representatives  of  the  imgodly  world-power;  they 
are  literally  the  kingdoms  and  states  signified  by  the  names. 
We  cannot  believe  that  the  prophets  overleaped  the  historical 
centuries  between  them  and  Christ.  Such  sudden  springs  are 
arbitrarily  assumed.  The  whole  theory  rests  upon  tne  ecstatic 
state  of  the  prophets,  in  which  they  are  supposed  to  have  seen 
things  as  in  a  picture.  The  older  interpreters,  who  adopted 
mysticcd  senses  at  will,  may  be  classed  under  this  head.  They 
easily  got  over  the  difficulty  involved  in  the  non-fulfilment  of 
certain  predictions.  Thus  Tyre  is  the  church  of  Rome,  accord- 
ing to  Cocceius  on  Is.  xxiii. ;  Babylon  in  Is.  xiii.,  xiv.,  is  Anti- 
christ. After  the  same  fashion  Israel  is  the  Christian  church ; 
so  that  many  things  applied  to  the  former  are  thought  to  be 
fulfilled  in  the  history  of  Christianity.  The  evils  of  this  inter- 
pretation are  numerous.  It  introduces  arbitrariness  and  uncer- 
tainty, severs  passages  from  their  proper  connexion  in  the 
development  of  prophecy,  and  mars  the  correspondence  between 
history  and  prophecy.  By  such  capricious  interpretation  the 
gradual  progress  and  growth  of  prophetism  are  greatly  obscured. 
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Fourthly.  Hengstenberg^s  view,  which  professes  to  avoid  both 
this  extreme  and  the  opposite  or  literal  interpretation,  arises 
from  the  attempt  to  steer  a  middle  course.  According  to  him, 
we  must  carefully  determine  between  fact  and  figure,  which  he 
proceeds  to  shew  in  a  number  of  rules.  But  though  he  professes 
to  maintain  a  historical  basis,  his  method  leads  to  a  rationalising 
spiritualism  with  which  V.  Oettingen  justly  charges  it.  It 
must  unavoidably  do  so ;  however  much  the  author  may  guard 
against  it.  The  eight  rules  he  has  given  leave  room  enough  for 
arbitrariness  ;  and  the  historical  consideration  of  prophecy  loses 
at  once  both  its  value  and  significancy.  He  himself  says :  ^^  As 
the  prophets  and  their  contemporaries  were  not  always  able 
to  distinguish  the  figure  from  the  literal  meaning  by  means 
of  the  marks  alluded  to ;  so  we  are  not  always  in  a  position 
to  make  this  distinction  with  certainty,  in  the  case  of  unful- 
filled prophecies.'^  ^  The  figures  under  which  the  future  was 
presented  to  the  prophets  were  necessarily  such  as  lay  within 
the  circle  of  their  ideas,  and  were  taken  from  the  circumstances 
amid  which  they  lived.  So  Hengstenberg  asserts.  In  this 
manner  each  prophet  took  the  people  or  nation  most  inimical 
to  the  theocracy  at  his  own  time,  as  the  representative  of  the 
hostile  world-power  opposed  to  the  church  of  God  in  the  Aiture. 
But  when  we  put  together  and  form  into  a  united  picture  these 
various  traits,  the  historical  individuality  belonging  to  each  all 
but  vanishes. 

Fifthly.  The  only  correct  explanation  is  that  which  has  been 
already  given,  which  regards  the  prophets  as  still  human,  the 
laws  of  their  minds  beins  neither  suspended  nor  violently  in- 
terfered with.  Gifted  with  the  Spirit  of  God  in  a  remarkable 
degree,  they  possessed  more  than  ordinary  foresight,  and  pro- 
jected their  vision  into  the  future.  They  gave  expression  to 
anticipations  and  hopes  in  general  and  indefinite  terms.  When- 
ever they  referred  to  specific  events,  however,  they  were  liable 
to  mistake.  The  more  definitely  they  spoke  of  a  Aiture  fact, 
especially  one  relating  to  the  enemies  of  the  theocratic  people, 
the  more  liable  were  they  to  miss  the  mark.  Sagacious  and 
spiritual  foresight  directed  to  events  in  the  history  of  the  world 
rather  than  of  Israel,  was  exposed  to  mistake.  It  is  obvious 
that  divine  revelations  coming  through  a  himian  medium  in 
accordance  with  its  established  laws  and  forming  a  part  of  its 
texture  also,  cannot  be  infallible.  But  these  failures  in  the  minor 
matters  of  the  prophetic  ministry  do  not  vitiate  the  authority 
of  its  fundamental  lessons.  The  prophet's  exposition  of  the 
method  of  the  divine  government,  of  the  kingdom  of  God  on 

1  Chrutology,  toL  It.  p.  439,  EngluAi  translation. 
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earth,  and  the  duties  of  its  subjects  remains  intact  in  all  its 
integrity  and  value.  The  great  principles  of  justice,  purity, 
rectitude,  and  of  homage  to  the  Supreme  are  his  theme;  the 
essence  of  his  divine  message  lying  in  them.  As  a  Jew  belong- 
ing to  a  narrow  economy,  he  does  not  err  in  imfolding  these  prin- 
ciples ;  though  he  cannot  usually  get  beyond  the  confines  of  the 
limitation  imposed  upon  them  by  the  imperfect  nature  of  the 
theocracy  to  which  he  belongs.  It  is  certain  that  the  credit  of 
the  prophets  does  not  rest  on  the  occasional  non-fulfilment  of 
the  political  calamities  they  threatened,  or  of  the  blessings  they 
promised.  They  relied  on  the  doctrine  of  retribution,  which 
holds  good  with  respect  to  nations,  in  the  present  world.  The 
fact  that  they  were  seers,  with  a  spiritual  standpoint  and  theo- 
cratic aim,  did  not  include  the  ability  to  impart  an  exact  know- 
ledge of  the  future  to  their  contemporaries.  Their  mission 
needed  not  that  qualification.  To  affect  the  moral  instincts,  and 
through  them  the  general  conduct  of  a  people  that  their  heart 
and  me  may  be  right  towards  God,  does  not  necessitate  a  gift  of 
foreseeing  events  with  infallible  certainty.  Bertheau  often 
speaks  with  disapprobation  of  volatilising  the  prophecies,  and 
he  is  right  in  so  doing  because  Hengstenberg's  view  amounts  to 
that ;  but  we  do  not  subject  ourselves  to  the  charge  when  we 
recognise  failures  of  fulfilment  in  details.  While  making  due 
allowance  for  tropical  costume  and  hyperbolical  figures,  not 
understanding  literally  what  is  only  drapery,  we  separate  the 
literal  from  the  figurative.  What  is  vague  anticipation  must  be 
treated  as  such.  What  is  more  specific  should  be  regarded  in 
the  same  light,  not  idealised. 

The  thing  which  has  tended  to  make  these  failures  appear  more 
numerous  and  formidable  than  they  are  is  the  individualisifig 
method  of  the  prophets,  to  which  allusion  has  been  already  made. 
In  the  case  of  leading  events  the  non-fulfilment  of  predictions 
rarely  happens.  It  is  chiefly  in  details.  These  should  not  be 
urged  with  the  same  force  as  main  features  which  are  destined  to 
find  their  historical  realiW  in  the  future.  The  mode  of  fulfil- 
ment, rather  than  the  fulfilment  itself,  is  what  appears.  Hence 
Tholuck  employs  the  guarded  expression  that  there  are  unac- 
complished prophecies  in  a  certain  sense.  KnobePs  collection  of 
them  requires  to  be  sifted.^  Hitzig  has  added  to  the  number 
without  strengthening  the  view  that  they  exist  to  any  consider- 
able extent.  The  prophets  never  erred  in  their  anticipations 
and  predictions  as  far  as  concerns  the  essential  matter  and  sig- 
nificance of  the  obscure  things  belonging  to  the  present  and  the 
future  with  which  their  spirit  was  occupied.     In  pointing  out 

^  Der  Prophetiflmiu  der  Hebraer,  yol.  i.  p.  303,  et  seqq. 
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the  necessary  and  divinely  established  course  of  those  obscure 
phenomena,  they  were  not  mistaken.  Whatever  was  of  highest, 
eternal  import  in  the  congenial  themes  that  filled  their  souls, 
was  edways  correct. 

XY.  Messianic  prophecies. — ^The  most  important  kind  are 
the  so-called  Messianic  prophecies,  which  were  developed  by 
degrees  out  of  the  ideal  element  contained  in  all  prophecy. 
That  ideal  element  arose  out  of  the  fact  that  the  nuer  or 
Israelite  king  was  Jehovah's  representative.  Even  in  the  first 
prophets  that  element  rises  to  the  idea  of  a  great  transformation 
of  things  in  the  future,  when  the  theocracy  converted  into  a 
world-kingdom  shall  embrace  all  nations  of  the  earth  and  unite 
them  in  the  common  worship  of  the  one  Jehovah;  while  the 
people  of  God,  after  great  purifying  judgments,  will  also  be 
inwardly  transformed  by  an  increased  agency  of  the  Divine 
Spirit,  and  become  holy  in  truth — a  nation  of  priests  and  pro- 
phets, in  which  nothing  but  truth  and  righteousness  shall  be 
found ;  a  kingdom  of  God  where  the  breach  that  sin  introduced 
into  the  world — ^the  separation  between  God  and  man — shall  be 
healed,  and  primeval  peace  return  to  mankind  and  nature.  All 
this  is  set  forth  in  glowing  colours.  The  idea  has  got  the  name 
Messianic,  because  it  is  connected  with  the  mission  of  a  king  of 
David's  stem,  who  is  called  in  Hebrew  ^^an  anointed  one.'' 
Messiah  was  to  be  the  hero  imder  whom  the  restoration  of 
the  chosen  people  should  take  place.  The  prophets,  however, 
do  not  call  him  Messiah,  not  even  those  who  lived  after  the 
return  from  captivity.  He  is  merely  a  descendant  of  David, 
destined  to  invest  the  family  of  Jacob  with  a  glory  and  prosperity 
unequalled  in  the  palmiest  days  of  his  great  ancestor.  The  title 
Messiah  in  the  book  of  Daniel  is  no  exception,  because  the  work 
is  late.  The  idea  was  not  developed  in  its  completeness  till  the 
exile.  But  the  corresponding  notes  to  it  in  the  earlier  prophets 
are  also  justly  called  Messianic,  such  as  the  judgment  of  the 
nations,  their  conversion  to  God,  the  universal  dominion  of  right, 
the  peace  of  God  among  men,  in  nature,  etc. 

The  universal  destination  of  the  theocracy  appears  even  at  its 
establishment.  Though  not  expressed  from  the  commencement, 
it  was  contained  in  it  in  germ.  It  is  partly  implied  in  the 
call  of  Abraham,  viz.,  in  the  addition  that  through  him  all  the 
nations  of  the  earth  should  be  blessed  (Gen.  xii.  3 ;  xxii.  18  ; 
xxvi.  5) ;  partly  at  the  introduction  of  the  theocracy  at  Sinai  in 
the  declaration  that  the  Israelite  people  should  be  a  kingdom  of 
priests,  a  holy  race  among  the  nations  (Ex.  xix.  6,  6 ;  Lev.  xx, 
SJ6 ;  Deut.  vii.  6,  14),  implying  that  they  should  be  a  priestly 
people,  a  mediatorial  nation  for  the  earth.  It  is  true  that  this 
idea  is  limited  by  the  setting  up  of  a  particular  priestly  order ; 
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but  it  was  indicated  from  tlie  commencemeiit  that  the  limitation 
should  only  be  temporary ;  as  appears  from  the  fact  that  priests 
were  regarded  as  representatives  of  the  first  bom.  To  realise 
this  idea  and  adapt  it  to  the  legal  particularism  of  the  Mosaic 
theocracy  was  the  work  of  the  prophets,  who  carried  it  out  into 
the  practical  in  the  form  of  a  restoration  of  the  kingdom  and 

Eeople  of  God  from  their  ruined  state.     Each  prophet,  howeyer, 
ad  his  own  method  of  description  within  this  common  range. 

1.  Most  represented  the  matter  somewhsLt  politicalli/y  by  a  sort 
of  righteous  dealing  on  the  part  of  God  in  fayour  of  His  people ; 
His  taking  yengeance  on  their  enemies  for  their  haying  oppres- 
sed the  chosen  ones ;  His  subduing  and  crushing  them  beneath 
that  yery  people  and  himself.  Or,  again,  this  righteous  proce* 
dure  is  shewn  in  conyerting  those  enemies,  so  that  they  shall 
know  and  use  the  way  of  free  access  to  God's  kingdom.  This 
is  exemplified  by  the  authentic  Isaiah  in  particular. 

2.  Other  prophets  put  it  in  a  purely  spiritual  manner  in  the 
light  of  a  removal  qf  the  separation  made  among  the  people  by 
the  Leyitical  priesthood  and  the  prophetic  order.  This  abolition 
of  internal  restriction  is  effected  by  a  general  outpouring  of  the 
Holy  Spirit  inspiring  all  the  people,  and  therefore  all  the  priests 
and  prophets  of  the  community.  By  this  means  the  original 
conception  of  the  phrase,  ''people  of  God,"  is  restored.  Ex- 
amples occur  in  Joel  iii. ;  and  in  substance,  Jer.  xxxi.  31,  etc. ; 
xxxii.  37,  etc, ;  xxiy.  7. 

3.  Israel's  position  in  the  history  of  the  world  is  deyeloped 
with  the  deep^  and  most  comprehensiye  meaning  in  the  second, 
imauthentic  part  of  Isaiah,  which  was  composed  in  the  time  of  the 
exile.  Here  the  mission  and  destination  of  the  Israelite  people  as 
a  prophet  or  meseenger  of  the  Lord  to  the  nations,  are  most  clearly 
expressed.  The  realisation  of  the  mission  in  question  is  effected 
in  the  way  of  historical  deyelopment,  yiz.,  by  educating  the 
Israelite  people  in  connection  with  a  separation  between  the  true 
Israel  and  those  nominally  so.  This  contrast  of  the  two  parties 
is  worked  up  into  organic  form  with  great  dialectical  ability. 
It  is  concentrated  into  a  process  of  deyelopment,  especially  in 
the  person  of  the  servant  of  Jehovah,  meaning  the  people  of  Israel, 
partly  in  fact,  partly  in  idea.  The  sinfulness  oi  the  nation  re- 
quires judicial  punishment,  which  reaches  eyen  to  the  destruction 
of  the  citizens.  By  such  means  sin  is  atoned  for,  and  the 
remnant  of  the  people  purified  that  they  may  realize  their  pro- 
phetic calling.  At  the  same  time  the  process  gone  through 
is  for  the  good  of  other  peoples,  in  connection  with  Israel's 
destination  in  the  world.  Here  we  get,  for  the  first  time,  the 
idea  of  vicarious  suffering.  And  now  their  mission  is  fulfilled. 
They  become  a  nation  of  prophets  as  well  as  of  priests  in  the 
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world,  with  a  mediatorial  office  in  the  kingdom  of  Grod,  whose 
blessedness  and  excellency  are  described  in  glowing  colours. 
In  all  this  the  conception  of  God's  kingdom  is  expressed  purely, 
without  a  political  or  theocratic  form,  and  especially  without 
mention  of  a  ruler,  a  Messiah.  This  is  the  culminating  point  of 
Hebrew  prophetism,  forming  i  new  epoch  in  its  development. 
But  it  was  suppressed  for  a  time,  in  the  period  immediately 
succeeding  the  exile,  by  a  hierarchical  reaction.  Christianity 
resumed  and  adopted  it. 

In  conformity  with  the  analogy  of  prophecy  generally,  speoiai 
predictions  concerning  Christ  do  not  appear  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment. Though  the  fathers  tried  to  find  them  there — Justin, 
Origen,  and  others — ^the  Jews  acutely  objected,  and  disproved 
their  arguments.  It  was  not  till  the  Deists  of  the  eighteenth 
century  and  the  critico-historioal  interpretation  of  rationalism 
had  shewn  the  untenable  nature  of  special  Messianic  predictions 
as  a  leading  evidence  of  revelation,  that  the  Saict  came  to  be 
reluctantly  admitted  by  evangelical  critics.  The  Messiah  of  the 
prophets  and  the  kingdom  tney  sketch,  is  not  the  Jesus  of  the 
jSfew  Testament  and  the  church  he  founded.  Yet  the  two  are 
not  separated.  If  the  truths  and  institutions  of  the  Old  Testa*^ 
ment  be  the  preparative  and  preformation  of  the  development 
embodied  in  Christianity,  the  latter  becomes  the  realisation  of  the 
former.  For  Schleiermacher's  assertion,  that  Christianity  in  its 
characteristics,  stands  in  the  same  relation  to  Judaism  as  to 
heathenism,  is  certainly  false.^  The  prophets  themselves  could 
not  separate  the  essentied  and  permanent,  which  was  destined 
to  abide  because  reproduced  in  Christianity,  from  the  temporal 
form  and  theocratic  envelope  in  which  it  was  conveyed.  This 
can  only  be  done  from  a  New  Testament  point  of  view.  They 
did  not  consciously  adapt  their  anticipations  of  the  future 
development  of  humanity  to  the  nature  of  the  New  Testament 
state.  From  the  error  of  supposing  so,  the  theory  of  a  double 
sense  originated,  a  higher  and  lower,  a  literal  and  a  spiritual, 
which  has  led  to  so  much  false  interpretation,  and  is  as  base- 
less as  the  Judaising  tendency  that  adheres  to  the  letter  so 
slavishly  as  to  understand  what  is  stated  about  the  return  of 
Israel  to  their  own  land,  their  occupation  of  the  Gentiles'  coun- 
tries, the  new  temple  and  sacn£cial  worship,  in  a  carnal 
sense.  Theocratic  dress  should  not  be  confounded  with  what  it 
clothes  and  contains — ^the  everlasting  truths  xthat  reappear  in 
Christianity  without  a  Jewish  &ce.^ 

It  is  not  consistent  with  our  purpose  or  limits  to  give  a  full 
outline  of  Old  Testament  christology.    It  can  only  be  gathered 

'  Glaubenslehre,  J  12,  p.  77. 

*  Bee  Tholttok,  Die  Fropheteii,  u.  s.  w.,  p.  146,  et.  seqq. 
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out  of  the  prophets  and  preceding  books  by  a  careM  indnctioa 
of  passages.  And  that  task  is  rendered  more  difficult  by  the 
fact,  that  prophetic  canonical  literature  does  not  present  a  very 
reg^ular  developmeut  of  the  Messiah's  person,  work,  and  time. 
Sometimes  a  later  prophet  occupies  a  less  advanced  stage  of  per- 
ception than  an  earlier  one;  and  none  expresses  more  than  a 
part  of  the  compound  idea  resulting  from  all  together. 

At  the  commencement  of  Genesis,  victory  over  the  evil  prin- 
ciple is  promised  to  humanity.  In  Abraham  it  is  restricted  to 
the  Semitic  race.  But  Messianic  hopes,  properly  so  called,  did 
not  originate  so  early.  The  ideas  wnich  lie  at  the  basis  of  the 
Messianic  prophecies  are  simple ;  and  must  have  been  natural  in 
the  minds  of  the  better  part  of  the  Israelites,  who,  from  the 
relation  they  sustained  to  Jehovah,  were  convinced  of  the 
vanity  of  heathenism  and  the  certainty  of  its  abolition,  either 
by  the  destruction  or  conversion  of  idolaters.  Israel  could  not 
cease  because  of  the  everlasting  covenant  made  with  them ;  and 
therefore  their  future  must  be  glorious  whether  all  other  nations 
should  perish  or  be  converted  to  their  faith.  Ab  to  the  form 
in  which  Israel  was  to  continue,  they  knew  that  a  divine 
promise  connected  the  sovereignty  with  David's  race.  The 
throne  of  David  was  to  be  eternal.  Such  are  the  ideas  lying  at 
the  foundation  of  the  Messianic  prophecies.  The  diversities  appa- 
rent in  the  portraitures  arise  from  the  ways  in  which  the  sacred 
writers  grasped  the  ideas  in  question.  They  gave  prominence  to 
this  idea  or  that,  put  one  in  the  back  ground,  or  omitted  it 
altogether,  to  place  another  in  the  fore  ground.  Hence  Nicolas 
has  correctly  found  the  origin  of  the  Messianic  hopes  in  three 
things, — ^the  nature  of  Israel's  race,  their  religion,  and  their 
history.  The  Hebrew  character  has  ever  been  tenacious,  self- 
contained,  self-trusting.  In  circumstances  of  the  greatest  adver- 
sity the  Jews  never  doubted  of  the  safety  of  the  race ;  indeed 
their  confidence  grew  with  their  difficulties.  They  always  clung 
to  the  belief  of  their  preservation.  Bright  dreams  sprang  up 
on  the  soil  of  deep  humiliation.  Again,  the  Mosaic  region 
being  set  forth  as  a  covenant  between  Jehovah  and  the  house  of 
Jacob — a  covenant  often  renewed — tended  to  flatter  the  pride 
of  the  people.  They  were  the  special  favourites  of  the  Almighty, 
whom  He  had  chosen  as  his  own,  and  to  whom  He  gave  repeated 
tokens  of  his  protection.  All  otiier  nations  were  excluded  from 
His  favour.  Thus  they  cherished  the  notion  of  their  own  supe- 
riority. But  when  the  nation  was  divided,  after  the  death  of 
Solomon,  and  ruin  seemed  impending  over  it,  present  calamities 
turned  the  thoughts  of  the  pious  to  the  future,  to  look  for  the 
fulfilment  of  the  divine  promises.  After  chastisement  and 
oppression,  they  believed  that  the  Most  High  would  have  com- 
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passion  upon  them  and  remember  His  covenant.  The  people 
would  return  to  the  Lord,  and  the  Lord  would  return  to  them ; 
a  new  era  would  dawn  upon  the  house  of  Jacob— a  period  of 
prosperity,  holiness,  victory,  and  universal  dominion — ^which 
should  witness  the  accomplishment  of  the  gracious  promises 
made  to  the  fathers.  Thus  the  Messianic  expectation  arose  after 
David,  at  a  time  of  national  deterioration ;  the  kingdom  being 
rent  into  two  rived  ones,  and  calamities  apparently  incurable 
having  fastened  themselves  on  the  posterity  of  Abraham.  It 
was  then  that  darkness  begot  the  dream  of  a  bright  future-^ 
a  reign  of  universal  peace,  supremacy,  and  splendour. 

We  have  already  seen  that  these  Messianic  hopes  assume  dif- 
ferent forms  and  limits  among  the  individual  prophets.  Li 
some  they  are  higher,  more  comprehensive,  more  spiritual ;  in 
others,  narrower  and  more  earthly.  But  still  there  is  a  general 
development  whose  outlines  at  least  can  be  traced.  Their  original 
compared  with  their  ultimate  state  is  imperfect.  From  2  Sam.  vii. 
12,  13,  it  is  observable  that  though  limited  at  first  to  the  family 
of  David  and  a  worthy  successor  on  his  throne,  they  gradually 
expand.  In  the  reign  of  Rehoboam  they  rise  no  higher  than 
the  re-estabUshment  of  the  nation's  unity  under  a  descendant  of 
David.  An  era  of  prosperitv  first  appears  in  Joel.  Micah 
mentions  an  extraormnary  ruler  of  David's  race  to  be  bom  at 
Bethlehem  (v.  1),  who  should  introduce  everlasting  peace  and 
an  unlimited  dominion  over  all  nations.  In  Isaiah  and  Jere- 
miah, especially  the  former,  glowing  pictures  are  presented  of 
the  re-establishment  and  prosperity  of  the  nation ;  but  the  des- 
cription of  the  Aiture  deliverer  is  still  vague.  He  is  a  sprout  or 
branch  from  David's  stem.  Nothing  is  stated  as  to  the  nature  of 
his  birth,  either  in  Isaiah  or  Micah.  After  the  return  from  cap- 
tivity the  Messiah  is  described  in  a  different  manner.  Instead 
of  the  victorious  hero  of  David's  family  restoring  the  throne  of  • 
his  great  ancestor  and  ruling  over  the  whole  world  after  con- 
quering all  other  nations,  he  is  one  of  the  two  sons  of  oil  or 
anointed  ones  (Zech.  iv.  14).  His  warlike  equipment  is  laid 
aside  ;  he  conquers  neither  by  might  nor  by  power,  but  by  the 
Spirit  of  the  Lord.  He  is  the  messenger  of  the  covenant  who 
comes  to  purify  the  sons  of  Levi.  A  sacerdotal  cast  correspond- 
ing to  the  prevailing  characteristic  of  the  time  when  Haggai^ 
Zechariah,  and  Malachi  flourished  belongs  to  the  representations 
thev  give  of  the  great  Deliverer :  he  is  a  royal  priest  in  the 
midst  of  an  organised  church  where  Levi's  sons  perform  their 
functions ;  not  a  mighty  ruler  putting  his  foes  under  his  feet  and 
Establishing  Israel's  universal  sway.     And  these  hopes  of  the 

Ktt-exile  prophets  are  supposed  to  be  on  the  point  of  fulfilment, 
e  advent  or  Messiah  is  not  far  away  in  the  indefinite  future^ 
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but  immediate.  He  shall  visit  the  rebuilt  temple  ;  the  glorious 
era  is  at  hand ;  and  the  ancient  promises  are  on  the  eve  of  accom- 
plishment. Haggai  and  Zechariah  saw  the  Messiah  in  Zerub- 
babel,  who  was  of  the  family  of  David,  for  both  speak  of  him  in 
exalted  terms,  and  the  latter  calls  him  the  Branch  (vi.  12), 
affirming  that  "  he  shall  bear  the  glory  and  shall  sit  and  rule 
upon  his  throne  ;  and  he  shall  be  a  priest  upon  his  throne,  and 
tne  counsel  of  peace  shall  be  between  them  both/'  But  the 
high  hopes  of  the  people  respecting  the  commencement  of 
Messiah's  reign  at  the  rebuilding  of  the  temple  were  soon  dis- 
appointed ;  so  that  Malachi,  half  a  century  after  Haggai  and 
Zechariah,  puts  the  advent  of  the  great  day  of  the  Lord  into  the 
obscure  future. 

In  this  account  of  Zechariah  we  are  compelled  to  differ  from 
Ewald  who  supposes  that  the  prophet  looked  out  for  the  bright- 
ening of  the  first  rays  of  Messianic  hope  into  actual  manifes- 
tation in  the  immediate  future,  because  they  were  linked  to 
Joshua  and  Zerubbabel,  the  priestly  and  the  kingly,  that  now 
worked  together  for  the  restoration  of  Judaism.     As   crowns 
were  put  on  the  heads  of  both,  and  also  laid  up  in  the  temple 
for  a  memorial,  the  critic  thinks  that  the  Messianic  hope  would 
not  be  fulfilled  forthwith,  according  to  the  prophet's    belief. 
The  two  illustrious  persons  were  rather  in  Zechariah's  view  the 
precursors  of  Messiah's  advent — ^prelibations  of  his  person  and 
sway.     They  were  the  incipient  fulfilment  of  the  union  which 
should  characterise  Messiah's  reign,  agreeably  to  Jeremiah's 
prophecy  (xxiii.  17-26).^     Ingenious  as  this  hypothesis  is,  we 
cannot  adopt  it.     Of  course  Zechariah  saw  what  he  describes 
only  in  spirit,  agreeably  to  the  genius  of  later  prophetism  :  the 
transactions  were  not  outward  or  actual  occurrences. 

The  Messiah's  relation  to  God  is  expressed  in  various  ways ; 
not  his  equality  with  Jehovah,  nor  his  proper,  independent,  god- 
head. Whether  he  be  intended  by  the  angel  or  messenger  of 
Jehovah  is  not  clear.  In  some  places  at  least  that  angel  is 
identified  with  Jehovah  himself.  All  that  can  be  said  with 
truth  is,  that  god-like  qualities  are  ascribed  to  the  predicted 
Messiah.  The  degree  of  his  relationship  to  God  is  vaguely 
expressed.  As  a  prophet  he  teaches  by  his  word.  As  a  priest 
he  devotes  himself  to  the  good  of  the  righteous.  As  a  king  he 
subdues  all  his  enemies  and  reigns  over  an  obedient  world. 

The  Messianic  time  is  described  as  the  close  of  the  history  of 
God's  kingdom  on  earth.  Hence  the  prophets  speak  of  those 
daps,  the  last  daps,  the  daps  to  come,  the  end  of  daps,  the  time  of 
the  end.    The  Messianic  future  commonly  terminates  the  horizon 

1  See  Nicolas,  Etudes  critiques,  p.  418  et  eeqq. 
*  Jahrbucli,  xi.  pp.  270,  271. 
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of  the  propbet's  vision.  It  often  happens  that  the  conversion 
of  the  heathen  is  represented  as  the  immediate  result  of  the 
divine  proceedings  in  Israel,  which  is  followed  by  the  Messianic 
future ;  for  intervening  periods  were  mostly  concealed  from  the 
sight  of  the  seer.^ 

It  is  instructive  to  observe  that  several  prophets  make  no  defi- 
nite  promise  of  a  single  person  as  the  Saviour;  such  as  Joel,  Amos, 
Zephaniah,  Obadiah,  Nahum,  Habakkuk,  Haggai,  the  Deutero- 
Isaiah.  All  had  not  a  perception  of  the  future  salvation  in  con- 
neciion  with  an  individual.  By  a  number  of  persons — for  ex- 
ample, the  true  God-fearing  Israelites — some  supposed  that  the 
glory  intended  for  the  covenant  people  should  be  brought  in. 
8o  the  Beutero-Isaiah  thought.  The  Messianic  reign  was  de- 
picted by  others  as  introduced  by  Jehovah  himself  the  Pro- 
tector of  Israel,  no  human  deliverer  being  definitely  set  forth.^ 

XVI.  Diction  and  style  of  prophecy.— The  diction  and  lan- 
guage of  prophetic  discourse  is  animated.  Hence  it  assumes  the 
external  form  of  poetry,  t.tf.,  rhythm.  Yet  there  is  a  difference 
between  prophetic  rhythm  and  that  of  lyric  poetry.  The  former 
has  longer  periods  and  so  far  approaches  prose.  It  may  be 
termed  oratorieal  prose.  Some  prophets  have  the  highest  lyrical 
elevation ;  others  are  softer,  flowing,  elegiac.  The  post-exile 
ones  become  gradually  feebler,  and  sink  down  almost  into  prose. 
As  to  the  oratorical  form,  it  consists- 
First,  of  symbolical  transactions  frequently  prefixed  to  their, 
discourses  as  a  kind  of  text  to  indicate  the  contents,  e.g.,  when 
the  prophet  Ahijah  appears  before  Jeroboam,  and  tears  his 
mantle  into  twelve  pieces  (1  Kings  xi.).  In  Jer.  xxvii.  2, 
it  is  related  that  the  prophet  put  a  yoke  on  his  neck  (the 
foreign  yoke  of  submission)  ;  compare  too  Ezek.  v.  But  some 
of  these  symbolic  actions  are  equivalent  to  nota  benes,  things 
which  did  not  really  take  place  before  the  eyes  of  the  people; 
but  are  only  related,  e.g.,  such  as  extended  over  a  long  period 
(Ezek.  iv.).  So  also  when  Hosea  receives  a  command  to  take 
unto  him  a  wife  of  whoredoms  and  children  of  whoredom^-a 
thing  morally  wrong.  Yet  Kurtz  and  Neumana  regard  this 
visionary  symbolical  act  as  a  historical  fact?  Jeremiah  is  com- 
manded to  carry  a  girdle  to  the  Euphrates,  where  it  rots.  We 
may  hence  conclude  that  even  the  practicable  actions  were  not 
all  carried  out. 

Secondly,  the  oratorical  form  consists  of  visions,  i.e.,  imme- 
diate perceptions  of  significant  objects  in  dreams  or  the  waking 
state.     Their  import  is  the  same  as  that  of  symbolical  actions. 

1  See  Enobel,  Ber  ProphetUiims  der  Hebraer,  toL  i.  §  26,  p.  328,  et  eeqq. 
3  See  Bleep's  Eialcitung,  pp.  438,  439. 

3  Kurtz's  Die  Ehe  dee  Propheten  Hosoa,  1859.  Neumann's  Jeremias  von  Ana* 
thoth,  1856,  1858,  2  yole.  8vo. 
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Visions  are  found  even  in  the  oldest  prophets,  e.g.^  Amos  viL-ix. ; 
Jer.  i.  Isaiah  presents  a  masterly  specimen  of  vision,  both  with 
respect  to  its  simplicity  and  the  sie^ificancy  of  each  individual 
trait.  But  Ezekiel  is  somewhat  rantastic  in  the  use  of  them. 
Among  the  later  prophets  visions  are  much  more  frequent,  and 
at  the  same  time  stranger,  till  at  last  they  become  nothing  more 
than  a  species  of  prophetic  drapery.  Examples  occur  in  I)aniel 
and  the  Apocalypse.  The  word  of  God  thus  becomes  a  series 
of  images,  and  the  speaker  an  enraptured  seer,  shewing  a  feeble- 
ness of  the  prophetic  spirit ;  for  the  word  requires  something^ 
stronger  than  mere  fancy.  And  this  weakness  of  the  prophetic 
force  again  is  a  consequence  of  the  opposition  between  the  king- 
dom of  God  and  that  of  the  world,  an  opposition  arising  from 
the  broken  state  of  the  people  whose  freedom  and  moral  energy- 
are  impaired.  The  existence  of  visions  as  drapery  is  intimately 
connected  with  such  a  condition  of  the  nation.  These  two 
things,  symbolical  transactions  and  visions,  make  up  the  symbolB 
of  prophecy,  and  should  be  judged  by  oriental  taste.  It  is  not 
easy  to  draw  a  line  between  symbolical  actions  which  were 
merely  internal,  confined  to  the  minds  of  the  prophets  them- 
selves, and  therefore  merely  visionary,  and  such  as  were  objective 
facts.  Perhaps  the  following  considerations  will  help  to  distin- 
guishthem. 

1.  Some  were  impossible.  Thus  Ezekiel  was  commanded  to 
lie  on  his  left  side  390  days,  and  40  days  on  the  right.  He  was 
also  ordered  to  take  a  wine  cup  and  send  it  to  all  the  nations  to 
drink  of.  Accordingly  he  is  said  to  have  taken  it  to  the  kings 
of  Egypt,  Arabia,  Persia,  Media,  etc.,  and  to  ''  all  the  kings  of 
the  earth  far  and  near"  (Jer.  xxv.  15).  Ezekiel  was  ordered  to 
take  the  roll  of  a  book  and  eat  it  (ii.  9  ;  iii.  2,  3). 

S.  Others  contain  what  is  unworthy  of  God,  or  inconsistent 
with  decency.  To  this  head  belongs  tne  command  addressed  to 
Hosea  to  take  a  wife  of  whoredoms  (i).  Ezekiel  was  ordered 
to  bake  with  man's  dung  the  bread  he  ate,  as  he  lay  on  his  side. 

3.  Sometimes  the  means  and  end  do  not  correspond.  Such  is 
the  direction  given  to  Jeremiah  to  put  a  linen  girdle  on  his 
loins,  go  to  the  Euphrates,  and  hide  the  girdle  in  a  hole  of  the 
rock.  He  does  so,  and  returns  from  the  long  journey ;  but  after 
many  days  goes  back  to  take  the  girdle  from  its  place,  and  it  is 
found  good  for  nothing  (Jer.  xiii.).  This  is  said  to  prefigure 
the  people's  destruction. 

"We  must  remember,"  says  John  Smith,  "that  the  prophe- 
tical scene  or  stage  upon  which  all  apparitions  were  made  to  the 
prophet,  was  his  imagination,  and  that  there  all  those  things 
which  God  would  have  revealed  imto  him  were  acted  over  sym- 
bolically, as  in  a  masque,  in  which  diverse  persons  are  brought 
in,  amongst  which  the  prophet  himself  bears  a  part ;  and  there- 
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fore  he,  according  to  the  exigency  of  Iiis  dramatical  appa- 
ratus, mu8t  as  the  other  actors  perform  his  part,  sometimes 
by  q)eaking  and  reciting  things  done,  propounding  questions, 
sometimes  by  acting  that  part  which  in  the  drama  he  was 
appointed  to  act  by  some  others ;  and  so,  not  only  by  speak- 
ing, but  by  gestures  and  actions,  come  in,  in  hia  due  place 
among  the  rest,  as  it  is  in  our  ordinary  dreams,  to  use  Mai- 
monides'  expression  of  it.  And  therefore  it  is  no  wonder  to 
hear  of  those  things  done  which  indeed  have  no  historical  or 
real  verity;  the  scope  of  all  being  to  represent  something 
strongly  to  the  prophet's  understanding,  and  sufficiently  to 
inform  it  in  the  substance  of  those  things  in  which  he  was  to 
instruct  that  people  to  whom  he  was  sent.  And  so  sometimes 
we  have  only  the  intelligible  matter  of  prophecies  ddivered  to 
us  nakedly,  without  the  imaginary  ceremonies  or  solemnities. 
And  as  this  notion  of  those  actions  of  the  prophets  that  are 
interweaved  with  their  prophecies  is  most  genuine  and  agree- 
able to  the  general  nature  of  prophecy,  so  we  shall  further 
clear  and  confirm  it  in  some  particulars.^  The  same  view  is 
given  by  Maimonides. 

It  should  be  observed  that  visionary  symbolical  actions  are 
different  from  visions  or  real  internal  phenomena  presented  to 
the  inner  eyes  of  the  spirit  Visions  proper  should  not  be  con- 
verted into  the  kind  of  phenomena  of  which  we  have  been 
speaking.  Thus  in  Ezek.  viiL-xi.  the  prophet  says  he  was 
transported  to  the  door  of  the  court.     He  had  a  real  vision. 

In  the  earlier  prophetic  period  when  oral  teaching  was  the 
mean  employed,  it  is  most  likely  that  the  symbolical  actions 
were  really  performed.  They  fell  in  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  prophets  performed  their  duties,  ue..  by  word  of  mouth. 
But  when  writing  became  general,  and  oral  delivery  of  their 
messages  less  freauent  in  proportion,  symbolical  actions  were 
commonly  internal  and  visionary.^ 

XVII.  Historic  periods  op  prophrct. — ^The  prophetism  of 
the  Old  Testament  properly  begins  with  Samuel  and  ends  with 
Malachi,  t.e.  from  1100  till  400  b.c.,  occupjring  a  period  of 
about  700  years.  In  a  certain  sense  indeed  it  may  be  dated 
from  Moses,  whose  theocratic  reli^on  laid  the  basis  on  which 
the  prophets  founded  their  animating  lessons.  But  the  proper 
theocratic  fruit  did  not  appear  till  prophetism  became  an  insUiu- 
turn  under  SamueL  This  may  be  divided  into  four  sections, 
first,  the  older  one  1100-^50  B.C. ;  the  second,  850-650  B.a ; 
the  third,  from  Josiah  till  the  downfall  of  Judah  630-584  b.c.  ; 
the  fourth,  584-400  b.c. 

1.  Till  the  reigns  of  Jehoash  of  Judah  and  Jehoahaz  son 
of  Jehu  of  Israel,  t.^.,  till  855.     In  this  incipient  period  the 

>  MMt  BiMOiBMi,  p.  299,  ed.,  1S2I.  *  Blaek,  Einleitiiiij^,  pp.  426,  427.    , 
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prophets  were  cliaracfceriaed  by  action  and  energy.  They  stood 
apart  from  the  people  in  their  original  power.  Hence  they 
were  respected  and  obeyed  without  much  opposition.  There 
was  a  certain  rough  wildness  about  them  which  shews  a  rude 
and  uncultivated  state  of  society.  Appearing  as  a  foreign 
and  awe-inspiring  manifestation  of  the  divine  power,  they 
set  themselves  like  a  wall  against  heathenism,  and  put  forth 
uncommon  energy  against  earthly  potentates.  But  they  <Ud 
not  penetrate  far  into  the  spiritual  life  of  the  mass.  They 
rather  overpowered  the  people  by  the  magnitude  of  their  deeds 
and  the  pregnant  force  of  their  words.  They  inspired  atce 
more  than  love  into  the  populace,  who  looked  upon  them  as 
persons  removed  from  their  own  sphere  of  humanity  by  the 
exhibitions  of  a  marvellous  energy  that  struck  directly  at  its 
object.  They  were  not  cultivated  speakers.  What  they  said 
was  a  spontaneous  outburst  of  zeal.  Their  addresses  must  have 
been  brief  and  simple,  of  an  admonitory,  thr^tening,  censur- 
ing,  and  promising  style.  They  were  vehement  and  practical ; 
without  poetic  ornament,  oratorical  fullness,  or  far-reaching 
comprehensiveness,  yet  pointed,  pithy,  and  pregnant  with  the 
poetry  of  patriotic  passion.  The  questions  with  which  prophecy 
was  now  occupied  were  less  important,  being  incidental  topics 
relating  immediately  to  the  events  of  the  day,  though  remotely 
connected  with  the  kingdom  of  Ood.  The  defects  belonging  to 
such  prophetism  were  those  which  adhered  to  it  out  of  the  pre- 
Mosaic,  heathen  period.  Occasionally  it  exhibited  a  tinge  of 
superstition,  and  shewed  some  symptoms  of  the  lower  stage  of 
prophetic  inspiration  in  which  feeling  has  undue  predominance 
over  consciomnesa.  The  aeer-stste  was  only  passing  away.  A 
settled  order  of  prophets  had  been  recently  instituted.  If 
Elijah  be  taken  as  the  type  of  the  time,  a  remarkable  influ- 
ence of  the  Spirit  rested  upon  him.  His  example  and  energy 
raised  up  a  number  of  disciples,  diffusing  the  spirit  of  prophecy, 
but  lessening  its  internal  force  in  proportion.  As  the  pro- 
phetic schools  were  in  Israel,  the  prophets  were  more  numerous 
in  that  kingdom  ;  and  probably  were  more  united  in  their 
efforts.  They  cooperated  in  their  great  work  of  upholding  and 
developing  the  theocracy.  And  their  functions  were  less  dis- 
tinct from  those  of  the  priests  than  afterwards ;  for  Samuel, 
Elijah,  and  Elisha  sometimes  offered  sacrifices.  Besides  Elijah 
and  Elisha,  we  have  Shemaiah,  Micaiah  son  of  Imlah,  and 
Joel. 

2.  From  the  ninth  till  the  seventh  century,  till  Manassoh. 
This  is  the  most  flourishing  period  of  prophecy.  Compared 
with  the  former  it  is  marked  by  a  great  change,  especially  from 
the  commencement  of  the  eighth  century.  Hitherto  prophetism 
was  mainly  occupied  with  the  triumph  of  the  Mosaic  ceremonies. 
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Its  cbief  object  was  to  overthrow  the  altars  of  strange  gods,  and 
rear  others  to  the  honour  of  Jehovah.      The  idea  which  the 
prophets  had  entertained  of  Mosaism  was  imperfect,  because 
they  looked  at  it  in  the  concrete — as  an  assemblage  of  ritual 
practices  and  institutions.     A  purer  and  more  elevated  concep- 
tion of  it  was  now  acquired*     It  presented  itself  as  an  internal 
power,  purifying  the  conscience,  and  controlling  the  life  from 
mthin.     The  eternal  truths  of  a  divine  kingdom  in  the  world 
were  apprehended  in  a  manner  somewhat  befitting  their  nature. 
Prophetism  began  to  be  in  fact  what  it  had  been  only  in  theory 
before — the  ministry  of  the  word  and  spirit.     After  the  state 
of  morals  in  the  northern  kingdom  had  deteriorated  in  the 
long  and  prosperous  reign  of  Jeroboam  II.,  the  prophets  raised 
their  voice  against  prevailing  vices  rather  than  disloyaltv  to 
Jehovah  and  his  worship.     In  this  way  ethics  more  than  ntual 
came  to  occupy  their  thoughts,  and  led  them  forward  to  a  better 
form  of  theocratic  truth.     This  was  particularly  the  case  in  the 
southern  kingdom  which  was  always  m  advance  of  the  northern, 
because  the  latter  was  characterised  by  a  military  government, 
which  necessarily  produces  a  certain  rudeness  of  manners.     The 
development  of  prophecy  is  most  marked  in  Israel,  because  almost 
all  the  prophets  of  the  period  belonged  to  that  kingdom.     There 
is  little  doubt,  however,  that  the  transformation  took  place  in 
both  kingdoms,  though  not  in  the  same  degree.     Prophetism 
generally  assumed  a  culture  and  spirituality  almost  unknown  to 
preceding  seers.     It  reached  its  highest  stage  of  development  by 
grasping  the  spiritual  sense  of  the  theocracy,  more  from  causes 
within  itself  than  outward  circumstances  ;    though  the  latter 
were  not  without  their  influence  in  bringing  about  its  trans- 
formation. 

SLaving  attained  to  this  elevated  platform,  the  prophets 
exerted  great  influence  not  only  in  relation  to  their  own  but 
succeeding  times.  We  have  now  their  loftiest  manifestation  as 
speakers  and  writers  together.  They  spoke  and  wrote  with  a 
livinff  freshness  corresponding  to  the  fullness  of  their  minds. 
Writmg  was  with  them  the  consequence  of  public  speaking  and 
acting.  They  were  authors  because  they  were  religious  orators 
of  the  highest  order,  enunciating  spiritual  truths  of  general 
importance  to  mankind.  The  universal  questions  of  aU  time 
occupied  their  thoughts.  Accordingly  they  present  more  marks 
of  culture  than  their  predecessors.  Their  addresses  are  longer 
and  more  profound  ;  more  poetic  or  oratorical  in  form,  as  they 
appear  at  least  in  writing.  Not  only  do  their  popular  dis- 
courses approach  in  character  to  the  literary,  but  even  what  they 
did  not  orally  deliver  was  committed  to  writing,  to  serve  as 
permanent  instruction  for  the  people  of  God.  Thus  they 
furnish  a  proper  prophetic  literature. 

31  • 
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Yiolent  ffesticulations  and  oatward  signs  were  less  prominent 
— a  fact  wnich  also  shews  a  higher  development.  The  word 
itself  was  the  great  characteristic.  Kingship,  no  longer  over- 
aw^  by  prophetic  power,  now  began  to  measure  itself  with 
prophetism,  even  in  Judah.  The  worship  of  idols  had  in- 
sinuated itself  into  the  same  kingdom.  Manasseh  and  Ahaz 
sacrificed  their  sons  to  Moloch.  Thus  caprice  set  itself  in 
opposition  to  the  objective  powers  of  the  law  and  prophecw'. 
Where  it  prevails,  scepticism  and  atheism  are  the  result. 
Favoured  by  such  circumstances,  false  prophecy  soon  acquired 
an  influence.  Monarchs  persecuted  and  murdered  true  pro- 
phets :  false  ones  were  safe.  Isaiah  may  be  taken  as  the  type 
of  the  time,  as  he  is  the  highest  in  it.  Besides  him,  there  are 
Amos,  Micah,  Habakkuk,  Zechariah  (latter  part),  perhaps  Oba- 
diah,  all  in  Judah.  Hosea  belonged  to  Israel,  it  is  not  easy 
to  estimate  the  difficulties  which  the  prophet  had  now  to  en- 
counter. They  arose  both  from  kings  and  the  priestly  caste, 
chiefly  the  former.  The  servants  of  God  were  not  at  once 
respected  and  obeyed.  They  were  often  ridiculed  and  scorned. 
Sovereigns  were  not  willing  hearers  of  their  threatening  mes- 
sages. The  greatest  obstacle,  however,  was  from  within  the 
order  itself,  oome  forgot  their  high  calling,  and  yielded  to  the 
flatteries  of  the  great.  Tempted  away  from  genuine  virtue, 
they  lowered  their  character  and  position.  These,  therefore, 
had  to  be  withstood.  All  the  resources  and  capabilities  of  the 
true  prophets  were  called  forth  to  overcome  such  defection. 
And  they  were  often  successful  in  encountering  their  dangerous 
enemies.  Self-denial  and  freedom  were  qualities  which  they 
exhibited  abundantly. 

3.  In  the  third  period,  from  Josiah  tiU  the  destruction  of 
Judah  as  a  kingdom,  the  sinking  of  prophecy  is  clearly  dis- 
cernible. False  prophets  had  almost  suppressed  it.  Yet  the 
voices  of  Nahum  and  Zephaniah  are  still  heard.  At  last  Jere- 
miah appears,  the  type  of  all  the  prophets  in  their  self-denying 
labours  and  sore  suffering.  In  him  the  moral  is  put  above  the 
ceremonial  law,  as  in  Isaiah,  Micah,  and  others  of  the  preceding 
period.  The  prophet  prevails  over  the  priest.  Spiritual  concep- 
tions of  the  theocracy  are  manifest  in  his  writings.  He  insists 
upon  moral  sentiments  and  the  promptings  of  conscience  as 
acceptable  to  God ;  while  sacrifices  and  holocausts  are  repre- 
sented as  of  no  avail  in  themselves.  His  spiritualism  is  nilly 
equal  to  that  of  Isaiah,  if  not  superior  to  it.  Away  from  Pales- 
tine, on  the  banks  of  the  Chaboras,  Jeremiah's  disciple  Ezekiel 
preaches  to  the  exiles  tiU  the  sixteenth  year  after  the  destruc- 
tion of  Jerusalem.  In  him  appears  the  beginning  of  the  formal- 
ist tendency,  which  became  dominant  after  the  restoration  from 
Babylon.     As  he  could  not  wholly  withstand  its  influence,  he 


HI^RIC  PERIODS.  487 

forms  the  point  of  transition  between  his  predecessors  prior  to 
the  captivity  and  such  as  lived  at  the  return.  His  thoroughly 
religious  sentimentB,  however,  are  distinctly'  seen.  The  spirit* 
iialism  of  Jeremiah  left  deep  traces  upon  him.  But  his  visions 
are  artificial  and  fantastic.  When  a  prophet  substitutes  written 
for  spoken  discourse  in  his  leisure  hours,  he  is  liable  to  become 
feebler,  by  losing  the  living  breath  of  genuine  inspiration. 

4.  During  the  captivity,  we  have  some  fine  specimens  of  pro- 
phecy. The  Deutero-Isaiah  takes  a  comprehensive  range,  and  a 
more  spiritual  view  of  the  theocracy  than  Isaiah  himself.  In 
elevation  and  power  his  discourses  occupy  a  conspicuous  place. 
But  Zechariah  equals  him  in  depth  of  vision.  The  prophets  are 
now  writers  rather  than  speakers,  substituting  the  written  for  the 
oraL  This  accounts  for  the  fact  that  visions  appear  more  fre- 
quently ;  visions,  too,  of  an  artificial  nature,  evidencing  decay. 
Old  oracles  are  repeated.  The  ideas  of  the  old  prophets  reappear. 
It  was  an  age  of  the  exposition  and  evolution  of  truths  which 
had  been  unfolded  before.  The  copying  of  images  and  words  in 
their  predecessors  is  apparent,  which  is  tantamount  to  a  sinking 
of  the  true  prophetic  spirit.  These  prophets  indeed  labour  for 
the  restoration  of  the  theocracy  in  a  better  form  than  it  had  yet 
assumed ;  yet  most  were  tinged  with  the  ritualism  of  their  time. 
This  is  the  distinguishing  feature  which  separates  them  from 
their  predecessors,  who  give  no  more  than  a  secondanr  import- 
ance to  the  ceremonial  part  of  the  law;  while  Haggai,  Zechariah^ 
and  Malachi  insist  on  the  necessity  of  fulfilling  itis  prescriptions. 
The  rebuilding  of  the  temple  is  a  great  object  in  their  sight — a 
thing  right  and  proper  in  itself,  but  not  so  primary  as  they 
represent  it.  Tithes  and  offerings  are  viewed  as  a  debt  con- 
tracted to  God  himself;  and  marriages  with  strange  peoples^ 
the  Ammonites,  Moabites,  and  others,  are  forbidden  as  violations 
of  the  Mosaic  precepts.  Outward  religion  consisting  in  cere- 
monials is  enjoined,  much  more  than  purity  of  heart  or  obedi- 
ence to  conscience.  The  sacerdotal  element  had  acquired  the 
predominance  over  the  prophetic,  and  therefore  it  is  said  .that 
the  priest* s  lips  should  keep  knowledge,  since  he,  not  the  pro- 
phet, is  the  messenger  of  the  Lord  of  hosts  (Mai.  ii.  7).  God 
is  said  to  have  made  with  Levi,  the  priestly  race,  a  covenant 
of  life  and  peace,  a  thing  unknown  before  m  the  sacred  books, 
shewing  at  the  time  a  very  different  relation  between  priest 
and  prophet  from  what  had  subsisted  when  the  priests  were  the 
opponents  of  the  prophets  in  thwarting  their  ministry  as  they 
were  able.  It  is  instructive  to  behold  how  the  prophets  of 
this  period  were  affected  by  the  prevailing  formalism,  so  that 
the  sacerdotal  office  assumed  an  exaggerated  importance  in  their 
eyes.^ 

'  S^e  Nioolas*f  Etude?  critique*,  etx*.,  p.  428,  ct  seqq. 
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It  IB  yery  likely  that  the  prophets  wrote  at  first  short,  preg- 
nant words,  serving  as  texts  for  oral  discourses,  which  th^  put 
up  in  public  places.  References  to  tablets  are  found  in  Isaiah 
and  Habakkuk,  the  former  having  written  a  siffnificant  name, 
Maher-ahalal'haah'baz,  on  a  smooth  plate  (Is.  viii.  1) ;  while  the 
latter  was  commanded  to  write  a  vision  upon  tables,  and  make 
it  so  plain  that  hasty  passers  could  read  the  krge  characters  at 
a  glance. 

When  addresses  were  committed  to  writing,  we  do  not  sup- 

¥:)se  that  they  were  noted  down  either  literally  or  exactly, 
hey  were  enlarged,  revised,  recast,  and  improved.  Some  were 
written  that  had  never  been  spoken,  such  as  the  oracles  of  Joel, 
Nahum,  and  Habakkuk.  Most  of  Ezekiel's  also  were  committed 
to  writing  at  first  and  exclusively.  The  extended  description  of 
the  temple  in  the  concluding  chapters  was  not  orally  delivered. 
Occasional^  they  themselves  collected  their  own  writings,  as 
Joel  and  Habakkuk  did.  At  other  times  they  left  them  in 
separate  parts,  which  posterity  put  together  in  difierent  ways. 
A  collection  of  oracles,  or  a  book,  was  termed  a  book  of  Jehovah, 
nin?  *T^  (Is.  xxxiv.  16).  Jeremiah  dictated  his  prophecies  to 
Baruch,  who  wrote  them  in  a  roll ;  and  when  Jehoiakim 
ordered  it  to  be  burnt,  he  dictated  them  anew  (Jer.  xxxvi.). 

The  entire  prophetic  literature  of  the  Old  Testament  is  not 
extant.  Our  present  books  are  only  a  part  of  what  antiquity 
possessed.  They  are  the  greater  part,  however;  for  in  Jere- 
miah, where  most  references  to  older  books  occur,  passages  from 
lost  oracles  are  hardly  found.  The  fact  of  some  prophetic  litera- 
ture being  no  longer  extant  mi^ht  be  inferred  a  priori,  from  the 
extent  of  what  we  have,  which  bears  little  proportion  to  the 
number  of  prophets.  Hosea  refers  to  an  unknown  oracle  (vii. 
12),  where  the  translation  should  be,  according  to  the  oracle  (or 
prophesying)  to  their  congregation ;  not  as  Gesenius  (Lex.)  has 
it,  08  the  report  has  come  to  their  congregation.  In  Is.  ii.  2-4  and 
Mic.  iv.  1-4,  the  same  extract  from  an  older  prophecy  is  given. 

Very  few  of  the  prophetical  books  are  now  in  their  original 
state.  They  have  been  arranged  and  disposed  by  later  hands. 
Most  have  suffered  greater  or  less  alteration,  subsequently  to  the 
original  writers  themselves.  Jeremiah's  have  been  most  freely 
dealt  with,  so  that  the  original  text  can  hardly  be  recovered. 
Glosses  have  intruded  here  and  there  into  many  pieces,  not  only 
in  Jeremiah,  but  others.  Collectors  and  compilers  did .  not  con- 
fine themselves  to  the  mere  business  of  arrangement  in  their 
own  way,  nor  were  they  always  content  with  prefixing  inscrip- 
tions. They  took  greater  liberties.  Here,  however,  it  is  all  but 
impossible  to  detect  and  develop  the  processes  through  which 
the  books  passed  before  they  assumed  their  present  state.  The 
higher  criticism  is  scarcely  equal  to  the  task,  because  so  little 
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tangible  evidence  is  forthcoming.  Subjectiyity  is  apt  to  run 
into  excess  in  such  a  region.  Yet  SQmething  can  be  done,  dif&- 
cult  as  the  subject  is,  if  caprice  and  conjecture  be  checked  by 
sober  judgment.  Perhaps  Ewald,  in  giving  scope  to  his  in- 
genuity, has  gone  to  excess  in  his  investigations  of  the  topic ; 
yet  he  has  done  what  is  worth  attention. 

XVIII.  Completion  of  Hebrew  prophecy  in  CHRisnANiTY. 
— Christianity  may  be  generally  described  as  a  reaction  of  the 
suppressed  prophetic  spirit  against  the  degeneracy  of  religion 
into  mere  statutes  and  formalism.  It  is  the  reanimation,  or 
rather  the  restoration  and  compktion  of  prophetism,  the  concilia- 
tion of  prophetism  and  priesthood  in  a  higher  unity.  It  appears 
as  the  fultihnent  of  the  old  Messianic  promises,  realising  the 
original  idea  of  God's  kingdom,  which  is  that  of  one  Ao/y, 
spiritual  people  (Ex.  xix.  5,  6).  That  idea  suffered  a  temporary 
limitation  in  Mosaism,  by  reason  of  the  hard-heartedness  of  the 
Jewish  people,  through  the  peculiar  institute  of  the  Levitical 
priesthood.  The  limitation  in  question  was  destined  to  be 
removed  in  the  future,  after  the  Hebrew  people  had  been  puri- 
fied by  the  general  outpouring  of  the  divine  Spirit  on  all  classes, 
consecrating  them  prophets  and  priests  and  so  doing  away  with 
the  Levitical  priesthood  as  an  intermediate  office.  The  promise 
has  been  fulfilled  by  Christ,  both  negatitely  ekud  positiceli/.  Nega* 
titely  it  has  been  accomplished  by  his  atonement,  in  which  he 
redeems  mankind  from  the  slavery  of  sin,  and  reconciles  them 
to  God.  Positively y  he  efiects  it  by  the  communication  of  the 
divine  Spirit  to  believers  to  live  in  them,  and  so  individual 
Christians  appropriate  to  themselves  the  words  of  redemp- 
tion and  reconciliation.  This  spirit  of  Christ  is  sonship 
and  its  privileges,  i.e.,  free  unrestrained  communion  with  the 
Father,  no  longer  conditioned  by  any  mediator,  but  by  Christ 
himself.  It  is  easy  to  see  how  this  becomes  the  foundation  of  a 
kingdom  of  God  on  earth  in  higher  potency,  viz.,  the  christian 
church,  or  the  great  congregation  of  the  saints.  Such  a  com- 
munity embraces  all  who  are  chosen  out  of  the  world  and  have 
entered  into  fellowship  with  God — who  have,  as  it  were,  died 
with  Christ  to  the  world,  and  are  bom  again  to  a  new  life  in 
God.  Hence  the  church  is  the  community  of  the  faithful,  con- 
sisting of  a  holy  people  belonging  to  God,  as  was  the  case  in  the 
Old  Testament,  but  is  now  in  a  higher  and  truer  sense  in  the 
New  (1  Pet.  ii.  9  ;  1  Cor.  iii.  16 ;  2  Cor.  vi.  16). 

The  essence  of  Christianity  is  holiness,  the  priestism  of  men 
and  of  human  life ;  or,  in  other  words,  purity,  dedication  to  God 
not  externally  but  in  the  inner  nature.  Hence  it  is  not  repre- 
sented as  belonging  to  a  pectdiar  condition,  but  extending  to  all 
Christians,  who,  however  poor  and  humble  they  appear,  have  a 
holy  office  in  the  Idngdom  of  God.    Christians  are  not  separated 
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from  the  world  outwardly,  but  placed  in  the  midst  of  it  as  salt 
and  leaven — ^the  spirit  that  animates  it — a  result  which  can  only 
be  effected  by  intercourse  and  mutual  converse.  The  world  is 
not  a  thing  which  they  are  to  flee  from,  but  to  fight  against,  as 
we  do  against  our  corrupt  nature.  This  is  a  wholesome  counter- 
poise to  separatism  on  the  one  hand,  and  an  overstrained  striv- 
ing after  purity  on  the  other.  Such  is  the  conception  of  the 
external  church,  consisting  of  the  spiritual  and  secular.  Ac- 
cordingly all  are  spiritual  in  this  kingdom  (1  Ck>r.  ii.  10,  etc ; 
Gal.  vi.  1),  because  thev  have  the  Spirit  of  Christ  (1  Cor.  xii.). 
Hence,  too,  they  are  all  priests,  so  far  as  they  have  free  access 
to  God  by  Christ's  Spirit  and  redemption,  and  are  called  to  serve 
him  as  well  as  to  promote  his  will  and  kingdom.  In  the  case  of 
individuals,  this  is  especially  shewn  in  the  manifestations  of 
Christian  life,  and  the  duties  of  the  Christian  vocation,  things 
borrowed  from  the  function  of  the  Old  Testament  priesthood* 
Thus  in  relation  to  their  priest/iood,  a  spiritual  self-sacrifice 
is  imposed  upon  Christians,  or,  in  other  words,  a  continuous 
crucifying  of  the  carnal  life,  and  a  cleaving  to  God  with  soul, 
body,  and  substance.  Hence  we  read  in  Rom.  xii.  1,  ''I  be- 
seech you  therefore,  brethren,  by  the  mercies  of  God,  that 
ye  present  your  bodies  a  living  sacrifice,  holy,  acceptable  unto 
God,  which  is  your  reasonable  service;"  Phil.  ii.  17,  "Yea,  and 
if  I  be  offered  upon  the  sacrifice  and  service  of  your  faith,  I 
joy,  and  rejoice  with  you  all;"  Phil.  iv.  8,  "Finally,  brethren, 
whatsoever  things  are  true,  whatsoever  things  are  honest,  what- 
soever things  are  just,  whatsoever  things  are  pure,  whatsoever 
things  are  lovely,  whatsoever  things  are  of  good  report ;  if  there 
be  any  virtue,  and  if  there  be  any  praise,  think  on  these  things  ;'* 
Heb.  xiii.  15,  "By  him  therefore  let  us  offer  the  sacrifice  of 
praise  to  God  continually,  that  is,  the  fruit  of  our  lips  giving 
thanks  to  his  name."  Another  principal  part  of  the  priestly  per- 
formances is  prayer,  praise,  and  thanks,  both  for  self  and  others 
(Matt,  xviii.  20;  Ephes.  vi.  18,  etc.;  1  Tim.  ii.  1,  etc.;  James 
V.  14,  etc.).  This  is  the  only  sacrifice  that  remains,  since  Christ 
has  abolished  all  sacrifices  b^  the  one  offering  of  himself.  And 
as  to  the  prophetic  office,  it  consists  in  the  announcement  of 
God's  wiU.  Christians  make  known  the  divine  purposes  and 
ways  towards  man.  They  have  knowledge,  especially  through 
the  diligent  study  of  Scripture  to  which  all  are  called ;  or  at 
least  they  have  tne  capacity  for  inquiring  into  revelation,  and 
are  bound  to  search  it,  because  it  has  been  written  by  means  of 
God's  Spirit  (1  Cor.  ii. ;  2  Cor.  i.  12 ;  Ephes.  i.  17,  etc.).  They 
have  all  in  like  manner  certain  duties,  because  they  are  com- 
manded to  try  the  spirits  (Matt.  vii.  16 ;  Acts  xvii.  11 ;  1  John 
iv»  1).  And  they  have  to  epread  their  knowledge,  because  it  must 
not  be  concealed.    On  the  contrary,  they  should  testify  of  divine 
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truth  for  the  edification  of  the  brethren,  according  to  their 
measure  of  faith  and  the  opportunities  afforded  them.  By 
admonition,  doctrine,  reproof,  and  threatening,  their  duty  is  to 
hold  forth  the  word  of  life  (Matt,  xviii.  15,  etc. ;  Bom.  xr. 
5,  6,  14 ;  1  Thess.  i.  8 ;  GaL  vi.  1,  etc.).  Accordingly  in  the 
first  meetings  of  the  early  Christians,  edification  was  common 
and  mutual ;  each  contributing  to  the  advancement  of  the  rest 
according  to  the  measure  of  his  gifts  (1  Cor.  xii.). 

Priesthood  and  prophetism  are  two  refractions  as  it  were  of  the 
light  proceeding  from  the  same  Holy  Spirit,  according  to  the 
twofold  nature  of  the  individual  man,  viz.,  heart  and  spirit^  action 
and  knowledge,  Prophetism  is  the  divine  life  as  inclination,  feeling^ 
action*  On  the  other  hand,  priesthood  is  the  same  divine  life 
as  consciousness,  doctrine.  In  this  lies  the  decision  of  the  dispute 
as  to  whether  religion  is  a  thing  of  faith  and  feeling;  or  of 
knowledge.  It  is  a  thing  of  faith ;  all  scientific  knowledge  being 
wholly  foreign  to  its  nature. 

The  spiritual  priest-  and  prophet-hood  of  Christians  was  often 
adduced  and  recommended,  in  the  first  centuries  of  the  church, 
by  the  better  among  the  fathers,  such  as  Tertullian,  Angus* 
tme,  eto.  Their  priestly  and  prophetic  vocation  is  given  only 
as  an  idea  towards  which  there  should  be  a  constent  approxi- 
mation. As  long  as  it  is  an  earthly  one,  it  can  never  be  fully 
realised  in  action.  Hence  even  the  Christian  church  could 
not  maintein  itself  long  on  this  high  platform  on  account  of  its 
hard-heartedness.  The  degeneracy  happened  fii-st  to  the  pro- 
phetic department,  that  is,  the  part  of  the  Christian  vocation 
referring  to  the  word  of  God ;  and  appeared  in  the  inequality 
and  one-sidedness  of  the  gifts  of  the  Spirit  (1  Cor.  xii.-xiv.),  as 
also  in  the  necessity  of  spiritual  guidance  on  the  part  of  the 
mass.  In  consequence  of  such  degeneracy,  a  peculiar  spiritual 
office  for  teaching  and  the  care  of  souls  was  instituted ;  which 
though  limited  at  first  to  the  place  of  common  edification,  soon 
absorbed  all  the  activity  of  individuals.  And  not  only  was  this 
prophetic  part  of  the  Christian  calling  suppressed,  but  the 
priestly  privileges  were  overpowered  by  a  peculiar  Levitical 
priesthood,  the  K\S}po^  or  clencal  order.  This  sacerdotal  caste 
thrust  itself  anew  between  God  and  man  into  the  Levitical 
office  as  if  it  were  a  reconciling  and  mediating  one,  converting 
the  general  privilege  of  free  access  to  God  bv  Christ,  into  the 
monopoly  of  an  order.  The  foundations  of  this  need  of  a  pecu- 
liar priesthood  had  been  laid  in  the  Old  Testament  b^  the 
ceremonial  service  in  which  the  law  consists.  And  as  a  similar 
ceremonial  service  arose  in  the  Christian  church  also,  a  priest- 
hood was  felt  to  be  necessary.  Every  extended  legislation  is 
followed  by  a  number  of  transgressions,  and  therefore  a  great 
part  of  worship  consisted  in  atoning  for  Levitical  sins.    As  if  to 
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meet  such  inclination  of  the  priests,  the  mass  had  a  strong 
tendency  to  put  holiness  in  a  particular  place,  to  attach  it  to 
particular  persons,  and  transfer  it  to  a  peculiar  order.  In 
this  way  it  was  the  fate  of  Christianity  to  return  to  Judaism. 
The  middle  ages  were  not  wanting  in  Protestants  who  opposed 
this  usurpation.  But  the  protest  was  not  carried  out  till  the 
Reformation.  Part  of  this  protest  was,  that  human  elements 
had  been  put  into  the  place  of  the  divine  word ;  and  that  an 
outward  righteousness  of  works  had  been  established.  It  was  a 
protest  against  the  usurpation  of  universal  priest-  and  prophet- 
hood  by  an  especial  caste.  Yet  the  Reiormation  itself  had 
respect  to  human  weakness  and  hard-heartedness  in  not  going 
so  far  as  the  spiritualist  sects,  that  of  the  Anabaptists  for  ex- 
ample, who  rejected  all  human  rule,  and  even  the  administra- 
tion of  the  means  of  grace.  They  also  abolished  the  office  of 
teaching.  In  the  Reformation,  however,  a  particukr  office  for 
instructing  and  watching  over  souls  in  the  a^inistration  of  the 
word  and  sacraments  was  allowed  to  remain.  But  although  it 
is  difficult  to  draw  the  boundaries,  and  no  strict  principle  can  be 
carried  out,  the  essential  distinction  between  the  Protestant  and 
Catholic  churches  appears  in  the  fact  that  the  Protestant  office 
of  teaching  does  not  assume  a  divine  authority  for  carrying  on 
a  mediatorship  between  God  and  man;  and  therefore  cannot 
take  away  the  priestly  rights  of  individuals.  On  the  contrary  it 
has  for  its  scope  the  education  of  the  individual's  priesthood.  The 
title  to  teach  attached  to  a  particular  office  in  Protestantism  is 
solely  disciplinary  and  educational,  whose  object  is  to  make  itself 
superfluous.  Yet  even  here  it  is  matter  of  regret  that  the 
sacerdotal  function  of  the  individual  has  been  overpowered  by 
the  attraction  of  the  ministerial  office ;  or  in  other  words,  by 
theology.  Spener  reasserted  the  risht,  and  excited  great  com- 
motion in  consequence.  Dr.  Arnold  did  the  same  in  opposition 
to  the  Tractarians. 
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